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T  O 

The  Right  Reverend  Author 
O  F 

Divine  Legation  of  Mofes  Demonftrated* 


MY  LORD, 


I 


CANNOT  but  think  myfelf  much  obliged  to 
your  Lordfhip,  for  the  diftinguifhed  honour 
which  you  have  done  me,  in  making  me  the 
fubject  of  an  APPENDIX  to  your  great  Work  of 
^  'The  Divine  Legation  of  Mofes  Demonjlrated :  an  ho- 
nour, which  you  have  hitherto  conferred  on  no  one, 
except  a  late  noble  Lord  and  myfelf.     I  heard  in- 
deed from  every  quarter,  that  you  had  taken  it  into 
your  head,  that  I  had  affronted  you  5    and  that  this 
imagined  affront  lay  rankling  at  your  heart.    You 
exprefled  your  indignation,  with  much  vehemence 
.y  and  loud  menaces,  to  almoft  every  one  whom  you 
•  met :  except  to  myfelf ;   whom  you,  at  the  fame 
<  time,  received  with  fair  words  and  a  fmooth  coun- 
tenance: infomuch  that  I  was  then  really  perfuaded, 
\  A  2  that 
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that  what  I  had  heard  of  your  refentment  was  all 
an  idle  and  groundlefs  report.  However,  I  did  not 
imagine,  either  that  the  fubject  on  which  we  differed 
was  fo  important  in  itfelf,  or  the  perfon  who  dif- 
fered from  you  fo  confiderable  in  your  eftimation, 
as  to  merit  fo  formal  a  procefs,  and  fo  folemn  a 
chaftifement.  I  thought  you  might  pofiibly  whip 
me  at  the  cart's  tail  in  a  Note  to  Divine  Legation, 
the  ordinary  place  of  your  literary  executions  :  or 
pillory  me  in  the  Dunciad,'  another  engine,  which, 
as  legal  proprietor,  you  have  very  ingenioufly  and 
judicioufly  applied  to  the  fame  purpofe  :  or  perhaps 
have  ordered  me  a  kind  of  Bridewell  correction  by 
one  of  your  Beadles,  in  a  pamphlet.  I  never  flat- 
tered myfelf  with  the  expectation  of  being  exhibit- 
ed on  a  fcaffold,  erected  on  purpofe  for  me,  and  in 
fo  confpicuous  a  place.  I  can  do  no  lefs  therefore 
than  make  my  acknowledgments  to  your  Lordfhip 
upon  the  occafion  •,  as  Sir  John  Owen a  did  to  my 
Lord  Prefident  Bradfhaw,  of  infolent  and  brutal 
memory  :  having,  together  with  feveral  Peers,  re- 
ceived fentence  of  condemnation  in  the  High  Court 
of  Juftice,  the  honefl  Knight  made  a  low  reverence 
to  his  mock  Lordfhip,  and  gave  him  humble  thanks 
for  the  great  honour  done  him  in  being  condemned 
to  lofe  his  head  like  a  noble  Lord-,  for,  being  but 
a  poor  Gentleman  of  Wales,  he  fwore  he  was  afraic} 
he  fhould  have  been  hanged. 

'"  Clarendon's  Hid.'  Vol.  iii,  p.  267.  8vo, 

Having 
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Having  thus  paid  all  due  refpects  and  acknow- 
ledgments to  your  Lordfhip,  I  fhall  proceed,  with- 
out further  compliments  and  with  all  proper  free- 
dom, to  inquire  into  the  grounds  of  your  refent- 
ment,  and  the  merits  of  the  queftion  in  difpute. 

You  complain  b,  as  if  I  had  attacked  you  in  a 
certain  Note  of  mine.  How  fo,  my  Lord  ?  My 
Note  exprefsly  referred  to  an  anonymous  book  in- 
titled,  A  Free  and  Candid  Examination  of  the  Eifhop 
of  London's  Sermons,  &c.  in  which  I  was  feveral 
times  called  to  account,  with  a  peculiar  air  of  in- 
folence,  that  marks  the  controverfial  writings  which 
come  from  a  certain  quarter.  I  anfwered  fuch  of 
the  Candid  Examiner's  objections,  as  I  thought 
at  all  worth  anfwering  :  for  as  to  the  long  Note  of 
feven  pages  in  the  fame  book c ,  wholly  founded 
upon  the  author's  not  being  able  to  conftrue  a  plain 
fentence  in  Latin,  I  thought  it  would  be  offering 
an  affront  to  the  underftanding  of  my  Readers  to 
go  out  of  my  way  to  confute  it.  And  pray,  my 
Lord,  what  is  all  this  to  You  ?  You  will  fay  per- 
haps, They  were  my  Arguments  ?  And  pray,  what 
is  that  to  me  ?  They  were  urged  againfl  me  by  the 
Candid  Examiner,  and  againft  him  I  directed  my 
anfwer  :  if  they  had  come  immediately  from  You, 
I  would  have  directed  my  anfwer  to  You.  If  I  had 
taken  the  contrary  method,  and  fallen  upon  You 
inftead  of  the  Candid  Examiner  ;  you  might  then 
with  fome  reafon  have  reprefented  me  as  a  petulant 

*  Appendix,  p.  415.  c  P.  278,  &c. 

and 
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and  quarrelfome  fellow,  who  had  attacked  you 
"  without  the  leaft  provocation  given."  As  it  is ; 
J  leave  it  to  the  unprejudiced  to  judge,  whether 
you  have  any  pretence  at  all  for  your  complaint 
againft  me. 

Befides,  my  .Lord,  I  may  appeal  to  your  own 
judgment  in  this  cafe  :  you  reprefent  me,  as  dif- 
puting  with  the  Candid  Examiner  in  the  firft  part 
of  the  Note  ;  you  fay,  that  then  "  I  proceed  to  the 
"  Author  of  the  Divine  Legation ; "  and  that  at 
laft  "  I  turn  to  the  Examiner  again.'*  Now  if  any 
part  of  my  Note  relate  to  You,  it  muft  be  the  firft 
and  laft  parts,  rather  than  the  middle  part :  for  the 
argument  from  the  punifhment  of  Idolatry  by  the 
Judge,  is  yours  •,  or  rather  Mr  Locke's,  adopted 
by  You,  and  taken  up  at  third  hand  by  the  Candid 
Examiner :  the  argument  from  the  punimment  of 
the  Fathers  crime  upon  the  Children,  is  yours  j  and 
from  you  retailed  by  the  fame  :  the  middle  argu- 
ment from  the  antique  caft  of  the  Poem  has  lefs 
immediate  relation  to  You,  than  either  of  the  fore- 
going •,  it  is  a  general  defence  of  my  thefis,  or,  if 
you  pleafe,  a  general  objection  to  yours,  not  op- 
pofed  to  any  particular  argument  that  you  have 
ufed.  Now  you  have  plainly  acquitted  me  of  any 
reflection  upon  You  in  the  former  inftances,  for  in 
thofe  you  take  up  the  caufe  as  your  client's,  the 
Candid  Examiner's,  and  not  as  your  own ;  there- 
fore, to  be  confident  with  yourfelf,  you  muft  ac- 
quit me  upon  the  other  charge  alfo. 

Well : 
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Well :  but  after  all  you  may  fay,  that  this  is  a 
mere  evafion  ;  and  that  I  muft  know,  that  in  the 
prefent  cafe,  to  attack  the  Candid  Examiner,  or 
You,  was  in  effect  the  fame  thing.  Why  really, 
my  Lord,  there  is  fome  truth  in  this  :  I  did  indeed 
fuppofe,  that  there  was  an  intimate  union  between 
You  and  the  Candid  Examiner.  I  could  not  but 
obferve  the  fame  caufe  managed  much  in  the  fame 
manner,  and  much  of  the  fame  fpirit  breathing  in 
both.  His  book  came  forth  at  leaft  with  your  ap- 
probation :  you  clapt  upon  its  head  a  Prologus  gale* 
atus,  ( for  the  Public,  I  believe,  was  not  miftaken 
when  it  afcribed  the  Preface  to  You ; )  and  while 
little  Teucer  mot  at  all  the  Leaders  of  Troy,  and 
had  the  vain  ambition  to  think  of  vanquifhing  the 
great  Hector  himfelf,  he  fculked  behind  the  made 
of  the  mighty  Telamonian  Shield, 

"  with  feven  thick  folds  o'ercaft 

"  Of  tough  Bull-hides  -,  of  folid  Brafs  the  laft." 
I  prefume,  my  Lord,  that  the  Candid  Examiner  is 
the  fame  perfon  whom  your  Lordfhip,  in  regard  to 
his  former  fervices,  fome  time  fmce  preferred  to  the 
honourable  office  of  being  your  Literary  Scavenger ; 
whofe  Patent  ftands  upon  record  at  the  end  of  the 
Second  Preface  to  the  Second  Part  of  Divine  Le- 
gation. I  applaud  your  choice :  you  could  not 
eafily  have  found  a  perfon  more  expert,  not  only  in 
raking  up  dirt,  but  ( which  is  a  flill  more  ufeful 
qualification  )  in  throwing  it  too,  than  this  Candid 
Gentleman :  and  it  muft  be  fuppofed,  that  your 

connection 
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connection  with  him  is  of  the  clofeft  nature.  Still 
further,  my  Lord  ;  I  will  confefs,  that  I  think  it 
probable,  as  from  other  marks,  fo  in  particular  from 
a  notion  which  very  often  pofiefies  this  Writer's 
imagination,  that  all  Authors  whatever,  while  they 
are  writing,  think  of  no  body  but  You ;  and,  what- 
ever opinions  they  advance,  or  confute,  they  aim  at 
nothing  but  Divine  Legation d :  from  hence,  I  fay^ 
I  think  it  probable,  that  You  had  fome  hand  in  the 
book  itfelf.  But  till  you  publickly  acknowledge  all 
this,  and  lay  in  your  claim  to  your  mare  of  the 
performance  ;  I  mall  Hill  think,  that  any  one,  who 
has  any  matters  to  fettle  with  the  Candid  Examiner, 
is  quite  at  liberty  to  do  it  in  what  manner  h ?  thinks 
proper,  without  being  in  the  leafl  accountable  to 
your  Lordihip  for  fo  doing. 

So  much  for  the  cafe,  as  it  lies  before  the  Public. 
I  mufl  now  remind  your  Lordfhip  of  what  has  for- 
merly pail  between  us  in  private,  concerning  thefe 
fame  matters.  In  my  Lectures  on  the  Hebrew 

d  For  example.  "  If  they  do,"  [no  matter,  who,  or  what] 
"  how  can  he  pretend,  that  the  Jewifla  notion  of  a  futurity 
"  makes  any  thing  againft  the  doftrine  of  D.  .L."  Examin. 

p.  284. "  Now,  whether  it  would  be  worth  while  to  give 

*'  up  all  thefe  things,"  [  that  is,  all  the  Prophecies  both  literal 
and  typical]  "  for  the  Jake  of  oppoftng  the  principles  of  the  D. 
"  L.  muft  be  fubmitted  to  the  judgment  of  others."  P.  124. 
As  for  the  firft  of  thefe  paffages,  I  can  anfwer  for  the  Perfon 
there  meant ;  that,  in  the  place  referred  to,  he  never  pretended 
any  fuch  thing,  nor  had  the  doclrine  of  D.  L.  in  his  thoughts. 
And  of  the  fecond  of  thefe  paflages,  I  dare  fay,  the  Learned 
Dr  JORTIN  can  give  much  the  fame  account. 

Poetry 
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Poetry  I  treated  of  the  Poem  of  Job,  as  my  under- 
taking necefTarily  required.  I  gave  my  opinion  of 
the  age,  the  defign,  and  the  nature  of  the  Poem, 
with  freedom  in  refpe<5t  to  general  fentiments  com- 
mon to  a  number  of  authors,  but  without  any  re- 
ference to  any  one  particular  author,  or  reflection 
upon  any  perfon  whatever.  I  was  not  confcious  of 
having  given  offence,  nor  could  I  fufpecl:  that  of- 
fence was  taken.  You  fignified  to  me,  that  You 
were  offended;  and  called  upon  me  to  anfwer  to  the 
charge  of  having  diflented  in  opinion  from  You.  I 
did  not  care  to  proteft  againft  the  authoritative  man- 
ner in  which  you  proceeded ;  or  to  queflion  your 
inveftiture  in  the  high  office  of  Inquifitor  General 
and  Supreme  Judge  of  the  opinions  of  the  Learned, 
which  you  had  long  before  afiumed,  and  had  exer- 
cifed  with  a  ferocity  and  a  defpotifm  without  ex- 
ample in  the  Republic  of  Letters,  and  hardly  to  be 
paralleled  among  the  difciples  of  Dominic  -,  exacting 
their  opinions  to  the  ftandard  of  your  Infallibility, 
and  profecuting  with  implacable  hatred  every  one 
that  prefumed  to  differ  from  you.  I  knew,  that 
fuch  a  proteft  would  lead  immediately  to  what  I  was 
willing  to  avoid.  I  obeyed  your  fummons  :  I  gave 
you  by  Letter  the  account  of  myfelf,  which  you 
demanded ;  and,  with  due  freedom,  but,  I  hope, 
with  civility  and  good  manners,  I  aflerted  my  ricrht 
of  thinking  for  myfelf ;  and  endeavoured  to  remove 
the  grounds  of  your  refentment.  The  debate  ran 
out  into  fome  length ;  but  ended  in  an  amicable 
manner,  which  was  much  to  my  fatisfaclion.  You 

perhaps 


perhaps  may  flill  fuppofe,  that  I  was  afraid  of  you. 
I  will  tell  you  fairly,  what  I  was  really  afraid  of : 
I  was  afraid,  that  two  Members  of  the  fame  Ec- 
clefiaftical  Society,  engaging  in  an  open  quarrel 
and  a.  hoftile  altercation,  (  for  fuch  I  knew  it  muft 
be  when  You  were  one  of  the  parties )  upon  a 
difference  of  opinion,  in  a  point  not  only  of  no 
great  importance,  but  fo  dubious  as  to  be  incapable 
of  being  perfectly  fettled  between  them,  would 
make  a  contemptible  figure,  and  exhibit  a  ridicu- 
lous fpectacle  to  the  Public.  If  this  mould  now  be 
the  cafe;  I  can  only  fay,  that  it  was  not  of  my 
feekino-.  And  that  thofe,  who  mall  at  all  think  it 
worth  their  while  to  inquire  into  the  true  origin  and 
merits  of  this  difpute,  may  be  able  to  judge  who 
is  the  aggreflbr  ;  I  fhall  fubjoin  to  this  Addrefs  the 
above-mentioned  Literary  Correfpondence,  at  large, 
and  exactly  as  it  paffed  between  us. 

But  there  is  another  circumftance  relating  to  this 
Correfpondence  of  ours,  which  muft  be  inquired 
into.  While  I  was  carrying  on  an  amicable  treaty 
with  you,  at  your  own  requifition  •,  I  knew  nothing 
at  all  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Candid  Examiner. 
His  book  was  publiflied  about  two  or  three  months 
before  the  time,  when  you  moved  this  affair :  I  had 
not  feen  it,  nor  had  I  the  leaft  notice  of  my  being 
at  all  concerned  in  it.  Can  You,  my  Lord,  fay  the 
fame  thing  ?  Did  not  You  know,  and  approve  of, 
his  whole  defign  ?  If  you  difclaim  all  connexion 
with  him,  and  difown  him  as  your  confederate  or 
agent  •,  why  are  you  angry  at  my  taking  him'  to- 

tafk, 
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talk,  for  infulting  me  ?    Why  will  You  interpofe, 
in  our  difpure  ?  If  you  cannot  deny,  that  you  had 
at  that  time  feen  his  book,  then  newly  publithed, 
and  that  you  had  feen  it  even  before  it  was  publifh- 
ed  ;    1  think,  I  have  reafon  to  complain,  that  you 
did  not  deal  fairly  and  openly  with  me  yourfelf. 
You  called  upon  me  to  anfwer  to  a  charge,  under 
pain  of  being  chaftifed  by  You  :  it  was  too  late  ;  I 
had  received  my  chaftifement  from  another  hand 
before,  with  your  knowledge  and  approbation,  per- 
haps  by  your  orders.      You  drew  me  into  a  con- 
ference,  a  pretended  treaty  of  peace  •,    while  you 
knew,  that  your  Cherokees  and  Iroquois  were  fall- 
ing at  that  very  time  upon  my  back.     In  fhort,  my 
Lord,  you  mud  have  then  known ;  that,  if  I  had 
been  as  well  apprifed  of  the  circumftances  of  the 
cafe  as  You  were,  I  muft  have  refufed  to  treat  on 
fuch  terms.     I  mould  certainly  have  broken  off  the 
treaty  at  once  ;  and  have  left  you  to  continue  open 
hoftilities  in   peribn,    as  you  had  in  effect  begun 
them  by  your  allies.      Indeed,  my  Lord,    I  was 
afterwards   much  furprized  ;    when,   having  beeri 
with  great  civility  difmified  from  your  prefence,  I 
found  your  Footman  at  your  door  armed  with  his 
Mailer's  cane,  and  falling  upon  me  without  mercy, 
Yourfelf  looking   on   and  approving,  and   having 
probably  put  the  weapon  with  proper  orders  into 
his  hands,  before  you  lent  me  the  invitation  to  an 
amicable  conference,  which  I  accepted.    You  think, 
it  feems,  that  I  ought  to  have  taken  my  beating 
quietly  and  patiently  i  in  refpeftto  the  lively  which 

Bz  he 
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he  wore,  and  the  inftrument  which  he  made  ufe  of: 
I  was  not  of  fo  tame  a  difpofition  ;  I  endeavoured 
to  defend  myfelf ;  I  wrefled  the  weapon  from  him, 
and  broke  it :  your  Lordfhip,  it  feems,  by  an  ob- 
lique blow  in  the  fcuffle,  got  an  unlucky  rap  on  the 
knuckles  :  tho'  you  may  thank  yourfelf  for  it,  you 
lay  the  blame  on  me ;  you  complain  loudly  of  the 
injury  and  the  infult,  and  profecute  me  in  an  action 
of  afiault  and  battery. 

This  is  a  true  flate  of  my  particular  cafe,  in  this 
inftance.  But  indeed,  my  Lord,  it  is  matter  of 
common  complaint,  and  a  real  hardfhip  upon  us 
free  fubjects  of  the  Republic  of  Letters  in  general ; 
that  we  cannot  go  on  quietly  and  peaceably  in  the 
public  road,  upon  the  ordinary  bufmefs  of  our  call- 
ing, without  meeting  at  every  turn  a  fturdy  bravo, 
who  difputes  our  paffage,  claims  the  highway  as 
his  own,  and  falls  upon  us  with  his  cudgel,  if  we 
do  not  keep  juft  to  the  track  in  which  he  orders  us 
to  walk.  You  give  yourfelf  out  as  Demonftrator  of 
the  Divine  Legation  of  Mofes :  this  fubject  you  look 
upon  as  your  exclufive  property  -,  by  what  title,  I 
cannot  fay :  furely  not  as  firft  Occupier ;  for  the 
Divine  Legation  of  Mofes  had  been  often  demon- 
ftrated  before ;  and  it  would  be  no  prefumption 
even  in  a  young  Student  in  Theology  to  undertake 
to  give  a  better,  that  is,  a  more  fatisfactory  and 
irrefragable  Demonftration  of  it  in  five  pages,  than 
you  have  done  in  five  volumes.  However,  in  qua- 
lity of  Demonftrator  General  of  the  Divine  Legation 

of 
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of  Mofes,  you  lay  in  a  further  claim  as  Lord  Para- 
mount in  all  the  realms  of  Science.  For  the  Divine 
Legation  of  Mofes ,  it  items,  contains  in  it  all  know- 
ledge divine  and  human,  antient  and  modern  :  it 
treats,  as  of  its  proper  fubject,  de  cmni  fcibili,  &  de 
quolibet  ente ;  it  is  a  perfect  Encyclopedia  ;  it  in- 
cludes in  itfelf  all  Hiftory,  Chronology,  Criticifm, 
Divinity,  Law,  Politics,  from  the  Law  of  Mofes 
down  to  the  late  Jew-Bill,  and  from  Egyptian  Hie- 
roglyphics to  modern  Rebus-writing  ;  and  to  it  we 
are  to  have  recourfe,  as  to  an  infallible  oracle,  for 
the  refolution  of  every  queftion  in  Literature.  It 
is  like  Lord  Peter's  brown  loaf:  it  is  mutton,  and 
it  is  beef;  it  is  fim,  and  it  is  Hem  •,  it  is  meat,  and 
it  is  drink  :  in  it  are  contained  inchifive  all  the  necef- 
faries  of  life  ;  and  a  dreadful  anathema  hangs  over 
the  head  of  the  unbeliever  and  gainfayer.  For 
whatever  it  may  pretend  in  theory ;  it  admits  in  fact 
of  no  tolerance,  no  intercommunity  of  various 
fentiments,  not  the  leaft  difference  of  opinion  :  to 
diflent,  is  a  capital  offence ;  to  be  filent,  is  a  crimi- 
nal referve  ;  even  to  praife,  unlefs  in  fuch  high 
drains  of  Panegyric  as  fhall  come  up  to  the  full 
ftandard  of  the  great  Proprietor's  extravagant  felf- 
eftimation,  argues  a  malignant  parfimony,  a  difre- 
fpeff,  and  an  indignity c :  the  charge  has  been  open- 
ly avowed,  and  a  fmart  correction  has  been  publicly 
inflicted  on  the  offender.  The  Demonftrator  of  the 
Divine  Legation  of  Mofes  doth  indeed  in  his  pre- 

e  See  The  Delicacy  of  Friendship ;  p.  47,  49. 
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tcnfions  btftride  the  narrow  world  of  Literature, 
and  hath  caft  out  his  fhoe  over  all  the  regions  of 
Science.  He  puts  me  mightily  in  mind  of  King 
PICROCHOLE  f,  when  he  had  taken  the  caftle  of 
Clermauld  ;  by  afiault  indeed,  and  in  all  the  forms, 
but  without  refiftance  ;  for  the  place  was  open  and 
defencelefs.  Upon  this  foundation  he  fets  up  for 
Univerfal  Monarchy  ;  he  makes  an  imaginary  ex- 
pedition through  Europe,  Africa,  and  Afia ;  his 
three  Ministers,  the  Due  de  Meniiail,  Count  Spa- 
daffin,  and  Captain  Merdaille,  perfuade  him,  that 
he  is  the  moft  puiffant  and  chivalrous  Prince  that 
ever  appeared  fmce  Alexander  the  Great,  and  that 
he  has  actually  conquered  all  the  world  :  and  behold, 
he  frightens  the  poor  Pope  out  of  his  wits,  and 
feizes  his  dominions  •,  he  vanquifhes  and  baptizes 
BarbarofTa  ;  he  kills  and  flays  all  the  dog  Turks 
and  Mahometans  -,  he  gives  away  countries,  and 
difpofes  of  kingdoms  ;  and  bounces,  blufters,  and 
fwaggers,  as  if  he  were  really  fovereign  Lord,  and 
fole  M after  of  the  Univerfe. 

Having  thus  fettled  Preliminaries  with  your  Lord- 
mip,  I  mail  proceed  directly  to  the  matter  in  debate 
between  us.  And  in  examining  your  Anfwer  to 
me,  ( for  fuch,  I  fuppofe,  I  may  without  impro- 
priety call  it,  though  I  never  queftioncd  You  about 
thefe  matters  at  all  )  I  (hall  take  your  Lordmip  for 
my  guide ;  and  try  it  by  thofe  rules,  which  You 
have  laid  down,  by  which  one  may  with  certainty 

f  Rabelais;  Liv.  I,  chap.  33. 
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mark  and  fix  die  character  and  denomination  of  an 
Anfwerer.  Your  Lordfhip,  in  the  Preface  to  the 
Doftrine  of  Grace,  fpeaks  of  a  mode  of  anfwering 
which  confifts  in  Sophijiry,  Bitffconery,  and  Scurrility. 
This  judicious  diihibution  of  the  fubjecl  fuits  my 
purpoie  fo  exactly,  that  I  muft  beg  leave  to  borrow 
it.  I  fli  all  therefore  treat  of  your  Anfwer  to  me 
under  the  Three  Heads  of  Sopbi/lry,  Buffoonery,  and 
Scurrility ;  which,  with  fome  animadverfions  on  the 
Critical  part,  towards  the  conclufion,  which  is  of  a 
character  fomewhat  different,  will  compleatly  take 
in  the  whole  of  your  Appendix. 

Firft  then  for  the  Argumentative,  that  is,  as  I 
(hall  (hew  prefently,  the  Sophiftical  part  of  the  Ap- 
pendix. The  firft  queftion  is  ;  Whether,  under  the 
Patriarchal  Government,  Idolatry  was  punifhed  by 
the  Magistrate  ?  You  hold  the  Negative ;  and 
your  firft  argument  is  taken  from  the  behaviour  aiitl 
character  of  Abraham.  The  argument  is  this: 
"  Abraham  interceded  for  Sodom  ;  therefore  Abra- 
"  ham  was  an  Advocate  for  Toleration."  The 
argument,  it  muft  be  owned,  has  at  firft  fight  a 
Paradoxical  appearance.  The  two  propofitions  lie 
at  leaft  as  wide  afunder,  as  the  Omiflion  of  a  Fu- 
ture State  and  the  Divine  Legation  of  Mofes.  We, 
who  are  not  adepts  in  that  kind  of  Logic  which  de- 
duces quidtibet  ex  quolibtt,  fhould  be  a  long  time  con- 
triving how  to  bring  them  together.  But  your 
Lordfhip  does  it  with  all  the  eafe  in  the  world. 
Thus :  "  Abraham  interceded  for  Sodcm ;  the  fin 
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"  of  Sodom  was  Idolatry  j  Idolatry  is  an  Opinion j 
"  therefore  Abraham  was  an  Advocate  for  Tole- 
"  ration  of  Opinions."  See  there  now,  how  your 
arguments,  which  your  adverfaries  g  will  call  Para-* 
doxcs,  turn  out  at  once  plain,  fimple^  and  convincing ! 
And  here  we  are  obliged  to  your  Lordfhip  for  quit- 
ting the  round-about  way  of  demonftration,  and 
giving  us  a  fample  in  the  other  kind :  this  now  is 
the  concife  method,  in  which  you  give  us  to  under- 
ftand  that  you  can  excel,  when  you  have  a  mind 
to  it;  "  not  only  as  ftrong>  but  zsjhort  too,  as  any 
"  of  Euclid's  h." 

There  is  one'  thing  however,  about  which  I  am 
in  fome  doubt.  In  your  tender  concern  for  me,  you 
are  apprehenfive,  left  I  mould  feem  to  reprefent 
Ifaac  as  an  Idolater  convict,  and  the  intolerant  Fa- 
ther laying  him  on  the  facrifical  Pile  as  a  kind  of 
Patriarchal  Auto  de  fe :  however,  as  you  yourfelf 
think,  that  fuch  a  furmife  would  not  be  quite  well 
founded,  I  am  perfectly  eafy  on  that  head.  But 
fuppofe  now,  fome  ill- minded  perfon  mould  give 
fuch  an  invidious  turn  to  Your  argument,  and  in- 
finuate,  that  it  tends  to  fix  an  infamous  imputation 
on  the  Patriarch's  character  ;  for,  if  in  this  cafe  he 
was  an  advocate  for  Toleration,  it  muft  have  been 
for  a  toleration  of  the  crime  of  Sodom,  whatever 
that  might  be  :  now  what  that  crime  was,  is  a  mat- 
ter on  all  hands  fuppofed  to  be  very  well  known  ; 
and  your  putting  us  off  with  Idolatry,  is  only  an 

8  Div.  Leg.  Vol.v;  p.  365.  h  Ibid.  p.  366. 
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artful  difguife,  they  will  fay,  thrown  over  your  real 
defign.  Befides,  even  this  is  only  changing  one 
unnatural  crime  for  another :  for  your  presence,  that 
Idolatry  is  but  an  Opinion,  that  the  grofs  Ad  of 
adoration  paid  to  falfe  Gods  is  a  mere  Speculation  •, 
this  is  fuch  a  banter  upon  reafon  and  common  fenfe, 
that  you  could  never  mean  it  in  earneft.  The  ma- 
licious therefore  will  be  apt  to  fay,  that  the  Bifhop's 
argument  for  Toleration  is  all  a  (ham ;  and  could 
be  intended  for  nothing  elfe  but  a  libel  OR  the  good 
old  Patriarch. 

Now  I  have  been  confideringof.this  matter  j  and 
there  really  appear  to  'me  fome  circum fiances  in  it 
that  are  a  little  untoward.  If  your  Lordmip  is  well 
warranted  to  affirm,  that  the  fpecific  crime,  which 
drew  down  God's  judgments  upon  Sodom,  was  Ido- 
latry ;  (  and  indeed  without  the  full  proof  of  this 
point,  your  argument  is  no  argument  at  all )  you 
mud  have  had  your  information  from  Holy  Scrip- 
ture :  for  in  this  cafe  rhere  is  no  other  evidence  to 
be  had,  or  none  in  the  lead  worth  regarding.  Now 
I  have  looked  from  the  beginning  of  the  Bible  to 
the  end,  to  fee  if  I  could  find  any  thing  to  this  pur- 
pofe  -,  but  in  vain.  Befide  the  hiftory  of  the  de- 
ftructibn  of  that  City ',  which  clearly  enough  marks 
the  deteftable  crime  for  which  it  was  deftroyed,  and 
fome  other  paflages  k  confirming  the  fame  thing ; 
Sodom  is  often  introduced  as  an  image  to  exprefs 
either  the  fevcrity  of  God's  judgments  in  the  utter 

1  Gen.  xix.         k  ifaiah  iii,  9.   Ezek.  xvi ;  49,  50.   Jade  7. 
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deftruction  of  abandoned  finners,  or  the  height  of 
vice  and  iniquity  in  general,  without  relation  to  the 
particular  kind  of  it :  nor  can  I  find  one  place, 
where  Sodom  is  charged  with  the  crime  of  Idolatry. 
And  as  to  the  other  medium  of  proof,  that  Idola- 
try is  an  Opinion  ;  I  muft  own,  I  am  not  able  to 
make  it  out  cleverly.  But  when  your  Lordlhip 
(hall  be  pleafed  to  refume  the  queftion,  and  treat  it 
in  the  round  about  method  of  demonftration,  which 
after  all  is  Your  fort,  thefe  difficulties  will  all  va- 
nifh  i  and,  I  dare  fay,  from  the  fimple  pofition, 
Abraham  interceded  for  Sodom,  you  will  be  able 
not  only  to  deduce  the  above-mentioned  confc- 
quence,  but  moreover,  and  full  as  well  too,  any 
given  conclufion  whatfoevcr. 

However,  my  Lord,  there  is  another  remark, 
which  I  could  fuggeft,  that  would  entirely  obviate 
this  invidious  insinuation  ;  but  then  unfortunately 
it  will  at  the  fame  time  wholly  overthrow  your  ar- 
gument. It  is  this :  it  appears  plainly  from  the 
narrative  of  Mofes,  that  Abraham's  exception  to 
God's  dealing  with  Sodom  was  not  from  an  opinion 
of  the  undue  rigour  and  feverity  of  it,  but  from  a 
fcruple  folely  refpecting  the  juftice  of  God  in  de- 
flroying  the  righteous  together  with  the  wicked. 
His  concern  was  not  for  the  wicked,  but  for  the 

rio-hteous  :   he  interceded  for  the  wicked  merely  for 
o  • 

the  fake  of  the  righteous ;  and  cannot  properly  be 
faid  to  have  interceded  for  the  wicked  on  their  own 
account  at  all.  So  that  Abraham's  interceflion  had 
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no  relation  to  the  particular  crime,  to  the  kind  or 
the  meafure  of  guilt,  of  the  offenders.  To  inquire 
therefore,  whether  it  were  the  one  or  the  other  of 
the  two  unnatural  crimes  here  meant  j  or  whether 
the  one  or  the  other  of  them  has  moft  the  narure  of 
a  Speculative  Opinion,  which  might  be  a  hard  mat- 
ter clearly  to  determine  :  this  would  be  nothing  at 
all  to  the  purpofe.  The  only  fpeculative  point, 
that  Abraham's  thoughts  were  engaged  in,  was, 
Whether  it  was  agreeable  to  God's  juftice  to  involve 
the  righteous  and  the  wicked  together  in  the  fame 
judicial  deftruction  ?  7"his  is  the  only  queftion,  that 
arifes  from  Mofes's  plain  Hate  of  the  cafe  •,  and  this 
is  totally  foreign  to  the  prefent  fubjeit  of  debate. 

But,  I  have  not  yet  done  with  this  argument :  it 
is  fo  curious  a  one,  that  it  deferves  to  be  examined 
on  all  fides.  And  here  I  (hall  look  back  a  little,  to 
obferve  how  you  ufher  it  in :  and,  now  I  am  about  it, 
I  mail  take  my  retrofpect  from  your  firft  paragraph. 

Your  Lordfhip  fets  out  with  faying,  that  I  BEG 
THE  QUESTION.  Now  as  to  this  matter  j  any  of 
our  Readers  will  be  as  able,  as  You  or  I,  to  judge, 
whether  I  beg  the  queftion,  or  only  pro^ofe  it :  and 
to  their  judgment  I  mall  therefore  leave  it.  Yet 
I  cannot  but  take  notice,  how  foon  you  betray  yoiir 
diftrefs  in  this  difpute.  This  formidable  objection 
you  place  in  the  van  of  your  forces  •,  and  in  truth 
it  has  as  much  ftrength  in  it,  as  any  part  of  the 
whole  corps  :  but  behold,  before  you  have  advanced 
much  beyond  the  middle  of  the-  paragraph,  you 
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grow  afhamed  of  it,  defert  it,  and  furrender  it  at 
difcretion. 

In  the  next  place,  your  Lordmip  is  pleafed  to  be 
merry  with  the  old  Patriarchs.  But  this  part,  how- 
ever deficient  in  Logic,  I  fhall  pafs  by  at  prefent : 
it  belongs  rather  to  my  Second  Head.  You  then 
betake  yourfelf  to  what  you  yourfelf  call  '  one  of 
"  the  fmall  arts  of  controverfy ;"  that  is,  "  dif- 
"  honouring  perfons  by  putting  them  into  ill  com- 
c*  pany."  Thus,  fay  you,  "  Athens  and  Divines 
"  are  well  paired  "  by  Lord  Bolingbroke :  and  thus, 
fay  I,  "  Hobbes  and  our  Profefibr"  are  as  well 
matched  by  your  Lordfliip.  This,  I  obferve,  is 
quite  a  Common-place  with  you.  Juft  now  whik 
I  am  writing,  chancing  to  dip  in  one  of  your  vo- 
lumesm,  I  find  you  treat  a  learned  Profefibr  of 
Cambridge  in  the  very  fame  manner.  Hobbes  and 
the  Profeflbr  go  hand  in  hand  together,  as  if  they 
were  fworn  brothers  ;  and  a  few  pages  farther  on, 
I  fee  the  fame  Gentleman  is  got  in  company  with 
"  Toland,  Tindal,  Collins,  and  the  whole  tribe  of 
"  Free-thinkers"."  You  have,  it  feems,  a  fet  of 
Names  always  at  hand,  a  kind  of  infamous  Lift, 
or  black  Calendar,  where  every  offender  is  fure  to 
find  a  nich  ready  to  receive  him  :  nothing  fo  eafy  as 
the  application,  and  flight  provocation  is  fufficient. 
A  Gentleman,  juftly  refpectable  on  account  of  his 
very  eminent  genius  and  learning,  and  ftill  more 

1  View  of  Bolingbroke's  Philofopliy,  p.  i  57. 
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r°fpeftable  in  his  moral  character ;  whofe  Name, 
for  certain  other  reafons  alfb,  you  ha^e  done  very 
prudently  not  to  difclofe,  either  by  exprefs  mention, 
or  by  reference  :  this  very  worthy  perfon  chanced 
to  drop  an  exprefiion  concerning  Polemic  Diviniry, 
which  You  allow  to  be  innocent  and  free  from  all 
malice,  yet  thought  it  looked  a  little  difrefpectfuliy 
towards  a  Profefllon  in  which  You  make  fo  great  a 
figure :  you  therefore  took  the  firft  oppor  unity  of 
falling  upon  him,  as  if  he  had  been  guilty  of  Blaf- 
phemy :  you  treated  him  as  an  ignorant  final  1-dealer 
in  fecond-hand  ridicule,  and  ftrung  him' up  in  pub- 
lic, as  a  Scoffer  at  things  facred,  with  Collins,  Tin- 
dal,  Shaftefbury,  and  Bolingbroke  ° . 

But,  to  return  to  Hobbes  and  our  Profefibr  :  for 
my  part,  my  Lord,  I  have  no  fort  of  objection  to 
Mr  Hobbes's  company,  provided  he  behave  decent- 
ly and  properly,  and  talk  like  a  learned  and  a  fen- 
fible  man  •,  and  I  had  as  lief  fay  a  thing  after  him 
as  after  another,  provided  the  thing  be  true.  And 
really  Hobbes  was  a  man  of  great  learning  and  abi- 
lities :  You  Yourfelf p  have  done  him  the  juftice  to 
fpeak  of  him,  as  "  one  of  the  firft  men  of  his  age 
*'  for  a  bright  wit,  a  deep  penetration,  and  a  cul- 
"  tivated  underftanding ; "  and  have  remarked 
(  what  had  indeed  occurred  to  me  in  reading  him 
before  I  faw  your  remark )  that  "  Mr  Locke  re-' 

•  See  Doflrine  of  Graff,  p.  309. 

*  WARBURTON'S  Mifccllaneons  Tranflations   in   Profe  and 
Verfe,  from  Roman  Poets,  Orators,  and  Hiftorians.     London, 
1724;  I2ir.o.    Seep.  123. 
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"  ceived  no  fmall  afliftance  from  Mr  Hobbes's  no- 
"  tions."  But  after  all  j  how  is  it  that  I  and  my 
friend  Hobbes^  who  agree  fo  well  in  eodem  tertie, 
*e  in  not  having  been  bred  up  in  the  Principles  of 
"  Toleration,"  and  are  fo  fitly  yoked  together)  con- 
cur in  fentiment  fo  lovingly  ?  I  fay,  that  Abraham 
had  a  right  to  reflrain  his  Family  from  Idolatry, 
from  a  fpecies  of  Falie  Wormip  condemned  by  Na- 
tural Religion,  and  productive  of  infinite  Corrup- 
tions both  religious  and  moral :  Hobbes,  as  you 
quote  him,  "  holds,  that  Abraham  had  a  right  to 
"  prefcribe  to  his  Family,  what  Religion  they 
"  mould  be  of;"  that  is,  whether  true  or  falfe,  for 
here  is  no  limitation.  So  that  it  appears  at  laft,  that 
there  juft  as  much  difference  between  Hobbes  and 
our  Profefibr  upon  this  point,  as  there  is  between  a 
right  of  impofing  upon  another  a  Falfe  Religion, 
and  a  right  of  retraining  another  from  practices  of 
a  Falfe  Religion  in  themfelves  immoral  and  finful. 

And  now  for  your  argument  from  Abraham's 
conduct,  at  large,  and  in  your  own  words.  "  But 
"  God  fpeaking  of  Abraham,  fays,  /  know  that  be 
"  will  command  kis  children  and  his  bou/hold  after  him, 
*c  and  they  Jhall  keep  the  way  of  the  Lord,  &c.  Gen* 
"  xviii,  19.  And  Hobbes  and  our  Profe/or*  I  fup- 
"  pofe,  regard  this  declaration  as  a  clear  proof  of 
"  the  divine  doctrine  of  RESTRAINT  in  matters  of 
"  Religion  v  efpecially  when  interpreted  by  their 

"  darling  text  of Force  them  to  enter  in.     On 

"  the  contrary,  thofe  who  have  been  bred  up  in 
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"  the  Principles  cf  Toleration,  hold  it  to  be  a  mere 
"  teftimony  (  a  glorious  one  indeed  )  of  Abraham's 
"  pious  and  parental  care  to  INSTRUCT  his  family 
"  in  the  Law  of  God.  And  it  is  well,  it  can  go 
"  for  no  more,  or  I  mould  fear  the  learned  Profef- 
"  for  would  have  brought  in  Ifaac  as  a  backflider 
"  to  Idolatry  ;  and  his  Father's  laying  him  on  the 
"  facrifical  Pile,  as  a  kind  of  Auto  de  fe.  Now, 
"  except  in  theie  two  places  of  Abraham's  Hiftory, 
<c  of  fuch  wonderful  force  to  fupport  intolerant 
"  principles,  the  Patriarch  appears  in  all  others  fo 
"  averfe  to  this  inquifitorial  fpirit,  that  where  God 
"  comes  down  to  deftroy  Sodom,  the  Father  of  the 
"  Faithful  intercedes,  with  the  utmoft  importunity, 
te  for  that  idolatrous  as  well  as  inceftuous  City.  The 
"  truth  is  this,  The  ufurped  right  of  punifhing  for 
"  opinions,  was  firft  affumed  and  long  ingrofTed 
"  by  Idolaters.  And,  if  tradition  may  be  believed, 
"  Abraham  himfelf  narrowly  efcaped  the  Fire  for 
"  preaching  againft  its  Divinity  p." 

"  The  infolence,  the  fraud,  the  nonfenfe  of  this 

"  pafTageq  " I  beg  pardon,  my  Lord  ;  I 

have  been  juft  reading  in  the  Notes  to  Divine  Lega- 
tion, and  ere  I  was  aware  have  fallen  into  the  fame 

language. 

P  Appendix,  Div.  Leg.  Vol.  vj  p.  412,  413. 

*  Divine  Legation,  Vol.  v  .-  p.  19.  The  very  learned  and 
ingenious  Perfon,  of"  whom  this  decent  language  is  ufed,  is 
the  Rev.  Mr  PETERS.  I  mention  his  name,  becaufe  the 
Readers  of  Divine  Legation  will  hardly  know  it  from  thence  ; 
where  he  paiTes  by  the  ftyle  and  title  of  the  Coraijh  Critic. 
What  the  true  meaning  and  import  of  this  title  may  be,  I 
cannot  fay.  I  fuppofe  it  may  allude  to  fome  Proverbial  fay- 
ing 
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language.  I  meant  to  fay,  that  I  muft  beg  leave 
to  point  out,  in  the  foregoing  pafiage,  the  candid 
reflections,  the  imputed  principles,  and  the  ingeni- 
ous confequence  from  the  ProfefTor's  fuppofed  way 
of  reafoning  with  regard  to  the  important  point  of 
the  Sacrifice  of  Ifaac  :  and  to  obferve,  how  artfully 
the  foreign  term  Idolatrous  Hides  into  the  main  ar- 
gument ;  and  with  what  eafe  the  tranfition  is  made 
to  Opinions ;  which  term,  though  it  could  not  well 
appear  in  the  main  argument,  yet  is  brought  up  by 
way  of  reinforcement  in  the  rear.  "  The  ufurped 
"  right  of  puniming  for  opinions,"  fays  your  Lord- 
fhip,  "  was  firfb  afiumed  by  Idolaters."  It  may  be 
fo  ;  but  what  this  has  to  do  with  the  Profeflbr,  who 
maintains  no  fuch  right,  I  do  not  fee :  however,  you 
cite  an  antient  Tradition  to  prove  it.  As  you  think 
proper  to  produce  this  Tradition  in  evidence;  I 
fuppofe,  it  muft  be  of  fome  weight  and  well  fup- 
ported.  And  1  find  it  is  fo  :  it  is  delivered  by  a 
great  number  of  authors,  and  has  been  as  univer- 
fally  received  as  any  thing  of  the  kind  perhaps  ever 
was.  It  prevailed  throughout  the  Eaft ;  it  was  a- 
dopted  by  Mahomet r ;  Maimonides  records  it s , 

ing  relating  to  Cornwall,  perhaps  like  that  of  the  Jews,  equally 
falie,  concerning  Galilee  ;  that  out  of  Cornwall  ariieth  no  Critic : 
but  this  is  mere  conjecture  ;  I  have  never  heard  of  any  fuch  Pro- 
verb. I  was  thinking  of  explaining  it  by  another  common  fay- 
ing ;  but  then  the  title  would  imply  a  commendation,  and,  what 
is  worfe,  would  have  too  great  a  propriety.  Every  one  has 
heard  of  a  Cornijb  Hag  ;  which,  if  a  man  has  once  felt  it  to 
the  purpofe,  he  will  be  fore  of  as  long  as  he  lives. 

r  See  Sale's  'Koran,  Chap,  xxi,  p.  268. 

*  De  Idololatria  ;  Cap.  i,  Seil.  vii,  viii.  Edit.  Dionyf.  Voffii. 
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•with  many  "other  Jewilh  Writers  j  and  the  Eafterri 
Chriftians  l  regarded  it  fo  far,  as  even  to  fet  apart 
the  25th  of  January  ( which  appears  by  the  Syrian 
Calendar )  in  commemoration  of  Abraham's  being 
caft  into  the  fire,  and  miraculoufly  efcaping  from 
it.  Let  us  then  fee,  what  this  Tradition  fays ;  and 
let  us  have  the  whole  of  it  j  for  your  Lordfliip  has 
reported  it  very  imperfectly,  and  without  referring 
to  any  author.  Now  I  mall  venture  to  cite,  upon 
this  occafion,  the  very  learned  HYDE-,  although 
You,  with  that  contempt  and  indignity,  with  which 
you  treat  the  greateft  and  mod  refpe<5table  names  in 
the  Republic  of  Letters,  if  they  happen  to  difpleafe 
you,  have  placed  him  at  the  head  of  "  a  rabble  of 
"  lying  Orientalifts u .  "  His  fummary  account  of 
the  matier  is  as  follows  w  :  "  Quod  autem  Abra- 
"  hamus  cum  Chaldasis  acriter  contendebat  de  Re- 
"  ligione,  eft  proclive  creditu  :  &  prseterea  Hifto- 
"  rici,  tarn  alii  Orientales,  quam  Judasi,  id  unani- 
"  miter  affirmant  &  multis  exponunt.  Tradunt 
"  enim  Abrahamum  omni  Idololatrise  fe  acriter 
"  oppofuifle,  &  cum  omnibus  ejufdem  falfi  cultus 
"  AfTeclis,  etiam  Magnatibus,  contendifle  -,  eo  uf- 
*'  que  dum  apud  Regem  (  qui  fupradiftus  Nimrod  ) 
"  accufatus  &  acriter  objurgatus  fuit :  &  cum  fepe 
"  admonitus  noluit  abttinere,  in  carcerem  &  tan- 
"  dem  in  foveam  ignis  conjectus  eft."  And  the 

f  See  Sale's  Notes  on  the  Koran,  ibid. 

tt  Doftrine  of  Grace,  p^  324. 

*  DC  Relig.  Vet.  Perf.  Cap.  2.  p.  69. 
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Arabic,  Perfic,  and  Jewifh  Writers  relate  in  parti- 
cular x ,  that  he  threw  down  and  brake  to  pieces 
the  Images,  and  burned  the  Temples,  of  the  Ido- 
laters. You  feem  to  approve  of  Abraham's  beha- 
viour on  this  occafion,  by  reprefenting  him  as  fuf- 
fering  unjuftly  for  it :  and  though  he  did  fomething 
more  than  preach  the  true  Religion,  yet  I  fhould 
think,  that  the  breaking  to  pieces  of  Idols,  and 
the  burning  of  Temples,  come  within  the  definition 
of  a  mere  fpeculative  opinion,  as  much  as  the  acts 
of  Adoration  and  Sacrifice  in  an  Idol  Temple. 
Now  all  this  was  while  he  was  yet  in  Chaldea,  a 
country  where  Idolatry  was  the  eftablifhed  worfhip  ; 
himfelf  a  private  perfon,  and  fubject  to  the  laws  of 
his  country,  and  to  his  rightful  prince  ;  yet  in  op- 
pofition  to  all  earthly  authority,  he  ufed  his  utmoft 
endeavours  to  extirpate  Idolatry,  and  to  introduce 
the  true  Religion.  And  would  You  have  the  fame 
Abraham,  when  free  from  thefe  reftraints,  and 
ruling  his  own  people,  fit  ftill  and  fupinely  fuffer 
the  introduction  of  Idol  worfhip  into  his  own  fami- 
ly, and  among  his  own  dependents  ?  All  that  I 
would  require  of  him  is,  that  in  this  new  fituation, 
and  under  additional  obligations  of  duty,  he  mould 
exert  equal  zeal  in  the  fame  caufe,  which  he  might 
now  do  with  greater  propriety  5  and  as  a  governor 
prevent  the  introduction  of  that  falfe  worfhip,  from 
which  even  as  a  private  man  he  (  according  to  the 
Tradition  cited  by  your  Lordfhip)  fo  laudably  and 

*  See  Sale's  Koran  ;  p.  268  :    Hyde,  ibid,   p.  69,   71,  72  : 

Maimonidcs,   ibid. 
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nieritorioufly  endeavoured  to  reclaim  his  country- 
men. 

So  much  for  your  Lordfhip's  firft  argument.     I 
proceed  now  to  your  fecond  ;  which  lies  a  good  deal 
more  open  and  unembarrafled,  and  will  give  me 
much  lefs  trouble.     This  too  arifes  from  a  piece  of 
Hiflory  r.     Jacob  and  his  Family  depart  from  La. 
ban.     Rachel  Heals  away  her  Father's  Gods,  and 
carries  them  off.     The  old  man  follows  and  over- 
takes them,  and  complains  of  the  theft.    Jacob,  to 
give  all  poffible  fatisfaction,  permits  him  to  fearch 
the  whole  company,  and  among  the  reft  his  wife 
Rachel,   of  whom  he  has  not  the  lead  fufpicion. 
Rachel  by  a  female  ftratagem  conceals  the  Gods, 
and  the  theft  remains  undifcovered.     And  what,  in 
the  name  of  wonder,  has  this  to  do  with  Jacob's 
having,  or  not  having,  a  right  to  punifh  Idolatry  ? 
Oh,  fay  you,  "  Rachel  contrived  to  keep  her  Fa- 
"  ther's  Gods,  for  no  better  purpofe,  we  may  be 
"  fure,  than  that  for  which  the  good  man  employed 
"  fo  much  pains  to  recover  them."     Soft  and  fair, 
my  Lord  ;   not  quite  fo  fure  neither  :  no  begging  of 
the  queflion,  I  befeech  you.     You  cried  out  upon 
me  juft  now,  before  you  had  the  leaft  reafon  to  be 
alarmed  ;  and  now  you  make  no  fcruple  of  availing 
yourfelf  of  this  poor  fallacy  in  the  mofl  open  man- 
ner.    Unlefs  you  are  abfolutely  fure,   unlefs  you 
prove  beyond  all  doubt,  that  Rachel  ftole  her  Fa- 
ther's Gods  for  Idolatrous  purpofes ;  this  whole  cafe 

*  Gen,  xxxi. 
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is  totally  foreign  to  the  point  in  queftion  :  and  has 
no  more  to  do 'with  Idolatry,  than  it  has  with  mur- 
der or  inceft;  or  even  than  the  laft  cafe,  which  you 
brought,  had  to  do  with  it.  And  pray,  my  Lord, 
how  came  You  to  be  fo  fure  of  Rachel's  defign  ? 
Mofes  has  not  given  the  leaft  hint  of  it:  and  in  Lch 
a  cafe,  what  fignify  the  conjectures  of  his  Expo- 
^fitors  ?  However,  conjecture  they  will  •,  anc  their 
conjectures,  as  one  may  well  expect,  are  various 
and  contradictory.  Some  fay  %  that  me  took  away 
her  Father's  Idols,  left  by  consulting  them  he  mould 
find  out  which  way  they  had  fled  :  others  %  that  me 
flole  them  merely  for  the  value  of  the  gold  and  fil- 
ver,  of  which  they  were  made.  Jofephus  fays  b, 
fhe  took  them  not  to  worfhip  them,  "  for  her  hufl 
"  band  had  taught  her  to  defpife  fuch  worfhip  of 
"  falfe  Gods ;  but  that,  if  her  Father  mould  over- 
"  take  them,  fhe  might  betake  herfelf  to  thefe  Idols 
"  for  protection,  and  by  their  means  obtain  for- 
"  givenefs."  Others  fuppofe  %  that  out  of  her 
great  zeal  again.fl  Idolatry  fhe  deprived  her  Father 
of  his  Idols,  to  prevent  his  continuing  in  that  prac- 
tice ;  and  to  draw  him  frona  it,  by  making  him 
fenfible  of  the  weaknefs  of  his  Gods,  who  could 
not  preferve  themfelves.  Others d  again  on  the  conv 

z  R.  Eliezer,  Aben  Ezra,  Ben.  Nachman,  Be  Muis,    M^ 
nochius,  &c. 

a  Afterias,  Pererius,  Ofiander,  &c, 
b  Antiq.  Lib.  I,  cap.  9. 

*  Bafil.  Horn.  xii.  iz    in  Princip.  Proverb.  Gregor.  Nazianz; 
Orat.  42.  &  Nicstas  in  Joe    Theadoret.   &c. 

*  Chryfofiom.   Corn,  a  Lapide,    Mercerus,  Kivetus,  &c. 
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trary  think,  that  fhe  defigned  to  make  the  fame  uic 
of  them  herfelf,  that  her  Father  had  done.  Of 
thefe  uncertain  conjectures  it  is  hard  to  determine 
which  is  the  mod  probable  ;  but  it  not  hard  to  de-A 
termine,  which  is  the  mod  improbable  of  them  all : 
for  to  that  preeminence  the  laft,  which  your  Lord- 
fliip  has  adopted,  has  much  the  faired  claim  :  not 
only  becaufe,  as  you  obferved  yourfelf,  when  you 
thought  it  fomething  for  your  purpofe  to  make  the 
obfervation  %  "  that  Jacob  took  care  to  inftruct 
"  his  Wives  in  the  true  Religion ;"  but  alfo  be- 
caufe  it  plainly  appears  from  the  preceding  Chap- 
ter', that  Rachel,  in  particular,  was  a  ferious  and, 
faithful  Worfhipper  of  Jehovah,  the  true  and  only 
God :  a  ftrong  prefumption  at  lead  in  her  favour, 
that  fhe  was  not  at  this  time  addicted  to  any  Idola- 
trous practices.  And  fo,  what  becomes  now  of 
your  Lordfhip's  argument  ? 

But  let  us  fee  how  you  will  manage  it,  fuppofing 
we  allow  you  all  you  want ;  the  very  point,  which 
you  fhould  have  proved,  but  took  for  granted  at 
firft.  Be  it  fo  then  :  Rachel  dole  her  Father's  Gods, 
with  a  defign  to  worfhip  them.  Search  was  made, 
and  nothing  at  all  was  difcovered :  not  even  the 
theft  -,  much  lefs  the  Idolatry,  which  was  the  fecret 
motive,  and  in  time  to  be  the  confequence  of  the 
theft.  So,  as  far  as  I  can  fee,  we  are  not  a  whit  the 
wifer,  or  the  nearer  to  the  refolution  of  the  quef- 

e  Div.  Leg.  Vol.vj  p.  76.  '  Gen.  xxxj  22—24.  L 
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tion,  Whether  Idolatry  was  punimed  by  the  Patri- 
archs, or  not.  Rachel,  you  fay,  was  not  punifhed 
for  Idolatry :  I  anfwer,  She  was  never  proved  guilty 
of  it.  But  Jacob  did  not  even  denounce  condem- 
nation on  the  offender,  for  the  Idolatrous  intention, 
if  it  fhould  be  found  out :  I  anfwer,  that  it  does 
ftot  appear,  that  he  had  the  leaft  fufpicion  of  any 
fuch  intention.  He  certainly  did  not  fufpect  his 
beft-beloved  wife  Rachel :  this  is  plain  from  his 
anfwer  to  Laban,  With  whomfoever  thou  findefl  thy 
Gods.,  let  him  not  live.  Let  us  fee  now  how  the  cafe 
plainly  (lands,  and  how  your  argument  arifes  from 
it.  Rachel  was  not  burnt  alive,  nor  in  any  way 
punifhed,  by  the  fentence  of  her  hufband  the  Pa- 
triarch Jacob,  for  Idolatry  ;  of  which  me  was  nei- 
ther convicted,  nor  accufed,  nor  fo  much  as  fuf- 
pected  :  therefore  Idolatry  was  not  punifhed  by  the 
Patriarchs.  A  Highwayman  efcapes  hanging  in 
England,  being  never  proved  guilty,  never  com- 
mitted, never  found  out :  therefore  there  is  no  law 
in  England  againft  robbery  on  the  highway.  Why, 
my  Lord,  even  that  zealous  aiTertor  of  juftice,  and 
voluntary  executor  of  law,  the  Mob,  never  difci- 
plines  a  pick-pocket,  unlefs  caught  in  the  fact ;  and 
do  You  fuppofe,  that  I  take  the  Patriarchs  for  fuch 
intolerant  zealots,  as  to  condemn  their  people  to 
the  fire  for  Idolatry  upon  the  lead  fufpicion,  and 
even  upon  no  fufpicion  at  all  ?  Oh  but,  fay  you^ 
*  Rachel  to  be  fure  was  guilty  of  Idolatrous  inten- 
e  tions ;  and  to  be  Jure,  me  would  foon  put  her  in- 
c  tentions  in  practice  j  and  to  be  fure,  fuch  practices 

•  from 
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*  from  their  nature  could  not  be  long  hid  -,  and  fo 

*  be  fure?  if  fhe  had  been  punifhed  for  it,  the  Scrip- 
'  ture  would  have  taken  notice  of  it :   therefore, 
1  the  filence  of  Scripture  fhews  it  to  have  been  co- 
4  ram  non  judice.     Q^  E.  D. '      My  Lord,  I  beg 
leave  to  fuggeft  a  fmall  emendation  of  what  I  fup- 
pofe  to  be  an  error  of  the  prefs,  in  the  Conclufion. 
of  your  Demonftration  ;  for  cor  am  non  judice^  read, 
non  coram  judice:  that  is  the  plain  truth  of  the  mat- 
ter j  and  that,  I  promife  you,  is  all  that  you  will 
ever  be  able  to  make  of  it. 

We  have  feen  that  the  two  firft  cafes,  which  you 
have  produced  from  the  Patriarchal  Hiftory,  are  not 
at  all  to  the  purpofe :  the  third  cafe,  which  imme- 
diately follows,  is  indeed  very  much  fo  j  and  quite 

determines  the  queftion againft  your  Lordfhip. 

It  is  no  uncommon  thing  for  an  experienced  Pole- 
mic, when  he  is  diftrefled  by  an  untoward  text,  that 
lies  in  open  view,  full  in  the  face  of  the  Reader, 
and  juft  acrofs  his  argument,  to  flip  it  out  of  fight, 
and  convey  it  away,  and  keep  it  under  cover  with 
as  much  dexterity  and  flight  of  hand,  as  a  Juggler 
employs  with  his  cups  and  balls.  But  here,  all  is 
fair  and  above  board  j  the  cafe  is  plainly  laid  before 
us  ;  and  we  have  nothing  to  do,  but  to  fee  which 
way  it  tends,  and  what  is  the  confequence  directly 
refulting  from  it.  "  Jacob  at  Bethel,  in  pious  emula- 
"  tion  of  his  Grand-father's  can  to  keep  the  way  of  the 
"Lord,  commanded8  his-boujhyld,  and  all  that  were 

*  Gen.  xxrv,   2, 
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**  with  him,  to  put  away  the  Jtrange  Gods  from  among 
ce  them"  Now  let  us  fee  your  deduction  from  it. 
u  They  obeyed,  all  was  well 5  and  not  a  word  of 
"  punifhing  by  the  Judge"  Punifhing,  my  Lord  \ 
for  what,  I  befeech  you  ?  For  putting  away  the 
ftrange  Gods,  as  they  were  commanded  to  do  ? 
Juft  now  you  were  for  having  poor  Rachel  puniflied, 
for  nothing  at  all  but  your  own  fufpicions ;  here 
you  go  ftill  further,  and  expect  that  the  people 
Ihould  be  punifhed  even  for  their  Obedience. 
u  They  obeyed,  and  all  was  well."  But,  fuppofe 
they  had  not  obeyed  ;  would  all  have  been  well 
then  ?  A  Command  ifTued  by  a  Superior,  in  an  au- 
thoritative manner,  and  in  due  form,  plainly  im- 
plies a  right,  and  a  power,  and  a  will,  to  inforce 
obedience  to  the  command  :  the  Patriarch  iflues  a 
Command  againft  Idolatry  ;  therefore  the  Patriarch 
had  a  right,  and  a  power,  to  punifh  Idolatry  ;  and 
would  have  punifhed  it  in  thofe,  whom  he  mould 
have  found  guilty  of  the  crime. 

Here  then  is  the  example  required:  and  thus 
ftands  the  Fact  attefted  by  Sacred  Hiftory.  Jacob, 
a  Ruler  of  a  Tribe,  aflumes,  as  fuch,  a  power  of 
retraining  and  prohibiting,  and  confequently  of 
punifhing,  Idolatry.  He  forbids  not  only  the  pub- 
lic worfhip,  but  the  private  ufe,  and  fecret  poflef- 
fion,  of  Idols :  the  people  acknowledge  this  power' 
by  immediately  obeying  his  command,  by  fur- 
rendering  to  him  their  Idols,  and  every  other  mark 
and  adjunct  of  falfe  worfhip  :  and  I  add,  that  his 

duty 
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duty  h  and  engagements  to  God,  his  fituation  a- 
mongft  nations  addicted  to  the  grofieft  Idolatries, 
and  the  difpofition  of  his  own  people,  inclined  to 
Idolatry,  ( as  appears  by  their  having  thefe  abomi- 
nations in  their  hands )  fufficiently  juftify  him  in 
affuming  and  exerciling  fuch  a  power. 

The  three  preceding  arguments  are  built  upon  a 
very  extraordinary  principle,  quite  of  your  own  in- 
vention ;  namely,  That  clear  proof  arifes  from  a 
total  want  of  evidence.  How  greatly  is  the  learn- 
ed World  obliged  to  your  Lordfhip  for  the  curious 
difcoveries,  which  you  are  perpetually  communi- 
cating ;  New  Canons  of  Logic,  as  well  as  New 
Canons  of  Cridcifm  ! 

After  two  paragraphs,  one  of  the  Ludicrous, 
the  other  of  the  Scurrilous  kind,  which  I  referve 
therefore  for  my  Second  and  Third  Heads ;  your 
Lordfhip  proceeds  to  hint,  or  refer  to,  rather  than 
to  draw  out  in  form,  an  argument  of  another  fort. 
"  As  thefe  Patriarchs  did  not  de  faflo  (  which  ap- 
"  pears  from  their  hiftory )  fo  they  could  not  de  jure 
"  ( which  appears  from  the  laws  of  Nature  and 
"  Nations  )  punijh  Idolatry  by  the  Judge" 

We  have  feen  how  the  Fad:  {lands,  as  it  appears 
from  their  Hiftory  :  and  I  mult  obferve,  that  the 
proof  of  the  Fadl:  is  fufficient  for  my  purpofe,  with- 
out the  juftification  of  it.  The  true  Job,  or  rather 
the  Author  of  the  Poem  of  Job,  equal  or  prior  in 

h  See  Gen.  xxviii ;   20 — 22. 
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time  to  Mofes,  might  exprefs  what  was  the  received 
opinion  and  practice  of  his  age,  however  iniquitous 
that  opinion  and  practice  might  be  :  he  might  fpeak 
of  Idolatry  as  punifhed  by  the  Judge * ,  though  the 
Judges  of  that  age  might  exceed  their  commiflion 
in  punifhing  it.  But  as  I  think,  not  only  that  the 
Patriarchs  did  exercife  their  authority  in  reftraining 
Idolatrous  Worfhip,  but  that  they  might  alfo  do  it 
without  being  fuch  inquifitors  and  perfecutors  as 
You  would  in  that  cafe  reprefent  them  to  have  been ; 
I  mall  confider  your  argument  from  the  Laws  of 
Nature  and  Nations,  and  fee  what  may  be  pleaded 
in  their  behalf  upon  thofe  principles. 

I  mail  confider  the  Law  of  Nature  and  the  Law 
of  Nations  with  regard  to  this  cafe  diftinctly.  "  Ido- 
"  latry,"  you  fay,  "  is  not  punifhable  by  the  Law 
"  of  Nations."  Granted :  one  Nation  has  no  right 
to  puniih  another  Nation  for  Idolatry ;  for  one  Na- 
tion has  no  jurifdiction  over  another  Nation,  nor 
any  right  to  punifh,  but  what  arifes  from  the  right 
of  felf-prefervation  and  felf-defence.  Jacob  there- 
fore, as  head  of  a  tribe  or  nation,  had  no  right  to 
invade  another  tribe  or  nation,  becaufe  they  were 
Idolaters  :  the  Ifraelites  would  have  had  no  right  to 
extirpate  the  Canaanites  for  Idolatry,  unlefs  they 

1  Job  xxxi,  28.  I  do  not  enter  into  a  Critical  examination 
of  this  Text,  which  many  learned  men  explain  otherwife  ;  as 
not  implying  any  Judicial  Punimment.  The  prefent  queftion 
proceeds  upon  the  fenfe  given  in  our  Translation  ;  which 
feems  the  moil  obvious,  and  therefore  is  perhaps  the  moft  pro- 
bable. 

had 
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had  been  impowered  by  a  fpecial  commiffion  from 
God  for  that  purpofe. 

Again ;  "  Idolatry,"  you  fay,  "  is  not  punifh- 
"  able  by  the  Law  of  Nature."  This  is  not  quite 
fo  clear.  Idolatry  is  a  crime  againft  the  Light  of 
Nature,  and  therefore  againft  the  Law  of  Nature. 
That  the  Idolatry  in  queftion,  the  antient  Heathen 
Idolatry,  was  fuch,  I  prove  from  St  Paul.  "  That 
"  which  may  be  known  of  God  ( lays  the  Apoftle  k  ) 
"  is  manifeft  in  them,  ( the  Gentiles ; )  for  God 
"  hath  fhewed  it  unto  them.  For  the  invifible 
"  things  of  him  from  the  creation  of  the  world  are 
"  clearly  feen,  being  underftood  by  the  things  that 
"  are  made,  even  his  eternal  power  and  Godhead ; 
"  fo  that  they  are  without  excufe :  becaufe  that 
"  when  they  knew  God,  they  glorified  him  not  as 

"  God ;  but changed  the  glory  of  the  un- 

"  corruptible  God  into  an  image  made  like  to  cor- 
"  ruptible  man,  and  to  birds,  and  four-footed 
"  beafts,  and  creeping  things."  And  the  Analogy 
between  the  crime  and  the  punilhment  of  it,  which 
the  Apoftle  urges  with  great  force  and  elegance, 
arifes  from  this  very  confideration,  that  their  Ido- 
latry was  a  crime  againft  the  Law  of  Nature.  God, 
who  caufeth  the  wicked  "  to  eat  of  the  fruit  of 
"  their  own  way,  and  to  be  filled  with  their  own 
"  devices,"  punifhed  thefe  Sinners,  fo  ftupidly  un- 
difcerning  in  refpect  to  His  Nature,  with  a  mind  as 
ftupidly  undifcerning  in  refpedr.  of  their  own.  As, 

k  Rom.   i ;  19 — 23. 
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againft  the  light  of  their  reafon,  they  had  changed 
the  glory  of  God  into  a  lie  ;  fo,  as  much  againft 
the  fame  light,  they  were  given  up  to  belie  their 
own  nature  :  as  they  unnaturally  turned  God  into  a 
beaft,  fo  they  turned  themfelves  by  unnatural  abu- 
fes  into  worfe  than  beafts.  The  fame  Apoftle1 
reckons  Idolatry,  the  fame  Heathen  Idolatry,  among 
the  works  of  the  flejh  ;  "  Adultery,  fornication,  un- 

"  cleannefs,  lafcivioufnefs,    idolatry  and  fuch 

"  like."  And  Mr  Locke m,  making  the  fame  enu. 
meration,  which  I  have  here  exprefled,  from  the 
Apoftle,  calls  them  all  together  "  Immoralities,  un- 
"  becoming  the  name  of  a  Chriftian,  and  fuch  as 
'*  ought  to  be  rooted  out."  I  fhall  add  but  one  au- 
thority more,  upon  a  point  clear  enough  in  itfelf ; 
and  it  mail  be  one,  which  I  am  fure  you  will  allow 
to  be  beyond  all  exception,  that  is,  your  own.  In 
this  very  Volume " ,  you  fpeak  of  antient  Heathen 
Idolatry,  as  a  fpecies  of  Immorality.  And  I  the  ra- 
ther think  this  to  be  your  real  opinion,  and  true 
judgment  upon  the  cafe,  becaufe  you  give  it  by  way 
of  example  and  illuftration,  without  any  immediate 
view  of  ferving  a  caufe  ;  notwithftanding  that  juft 
now,  in  the  preceding  page  of  the  Appendix  °,  for 
the  fake  of  your  argument,  you  oppofed  Civil 
Crimes  and  Immoralities  to  Idolatry,  as  of  a  nature 
totally  different.  The  Idolatry  then  in  queftion  be^ 
ing  an  Immorality,  and  a  crime  againft  the  Law  of 

1   Gal.  v  ;    19,   20. 

m  Letter  concerning  Toleration,  p.  34.  Edit.  1765.  ^.to. 

*  Vol.  v,  p.  365.  °  P.  414. 
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Nature  •,  it  mould  feem,  that  it  is  punifhable  by  the 
Law  of  Nature. 

But,  that  this  matter  may  ftand  in  a  flill  clearer 
light ;  I  fhall  bring  it  forward,  and  purfue  it  one 
ftep  further.  The  Law  of  Nature  may  be  confider- 
ed  as  operating  either  in  a  State  of  Nature,  or  in  a 
State  of  Civil  Society.  Idolatry  in  a  State  of  Na- 
ture is  a  crime  againft  the  Law  of  Nature  :  but  in 
a  State  of  Nature  one  man  is  to  another,  as  one  in- 
dependent nation  is  to  another ;  one  man  has  no 
right  to  hurt  another,  except  in  the  cafe  of  felf-de- 
fence ;  in  the  repulfion,  the  prevention,  or  the  re- 
paration, of  injuries.  The  right  of  executing  the 
Law  of  Nature,  by  punifhing  crimes  committed 
againft  it,  which  belongs  to  every  man  in  a  State  of 
Nature,  cannot  be  properly  exerted  in  the  restraining 
of  crimes,  which  are  indirectly  and  by  remote  con- 
fequence  only  detrimental  to  the  community :  for 
every  private  perfon  cannot  be  fuppofed  to  be  a  pro- 
per judge  of  fuch  confequences.  Idolatry  therefore 
in  a  State  of  Nature,  though  a  crime  againft  the 
Law  of  Nature,  muft  yet  be  left  to  the  judgment 
of  God  ;  feeing  there  is  no  human  jurifdiclion, 
which  can  properly  interpofe  to  reftrain  it. 

But  in  a  State  of  Civil  Society,  which  is  fuppofed 
in  this  queftion,  this  defect  is  fupplied  :  the  Civil 
Law  is  fuperinduced,  and  comes  in  aid  of  tiie  Na- 
tural Law  ;  and  puts  it  in  execution  in  many  in- 
ftances,  in  which  it  could  not  be  executed  before. 
The  Magiftrate  becomes  "  the  mmifter  of  God,  an 

"  avenger 

.'$06351 


[38] 

*'  avenger  to  execute  wrath  upon  every  one  that 
"  doeth  evil  -, "  upon  every  vice,  every  immorality, 
every  crime  againft  the  Law  of  Nature  ;    as  far  as 
it  may  have  a  pernicious  effect  upon  Civil  Society, 
and  as  far  as  it  can  come  under  his  Cognifance.  The 
Legiflative  Power  is  the  only  proper  judge  to  deter- 
mine, what  vices  are  fo  pernicious  to  Civil  Society, 
as  not  to  be  fafely  overlooked  •,   and  what  vices  are 
in  their  nature  fo  capable  of  proof,  as  to  be  proper- 
ly cognifable  by  the  Civil  Magiflrate.     The  Idola- 
try then  in  queftion,  as  a  crime  againft  the  Law  of 
Nature,  of  the  firft  magnitude,  of  the  moft  pefti- 
lential  influence,  a  crime  open,  notorious,  and  ca- 
pable of  legal  conviction,  is  a  proper  object  of  his 
animadverfion.    "  The  worfhipping  of  Idols,"  fays 
the  Author  of  the  Book  of  Wifdom p ,  ."  is  the  be- 
"  ginning,  the  caufe,  and  the  end,  of  all  evil:" 
and  the  horrible  confequences,  which  he  there  lays 
to  its  charge,  are  abundantly  verified  by  the  autho- 
rity of  Holy  Scripture,  and  by  the  teftimony  of  all 
Hiflory,  Profane  as  well  as  Sacred.     You  tell  us, 
that  "  it  is  not  amenable  to  civil  Juftice  •,"  that  be- 
fore the  Magiflrate  "  it  is  coram  non  judice -,"  and 
that  puniming  for  Idolatry  is  "  punifhing  for  Opi- 
"  nions"      When  you  were  arguing  againft  Lord 
Bolingbroke  you  feem  to  have  confidered  this  mat- 
ter in  another  light,  and  to  have  entertained  a  dif- 
ferent opinion  of  it ;  and,  what  is  more,  you  fup- 
ported  your  ppinion  with  a  good  reafon.     Your 

P  Wifd.  xiv,  27.       See   alfo  Lev.   xviii;    21  —  25.    Deut. 
xviii;   10 — 12.     Rom.  ij  26  —  32. 
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words  are  thefe q :  "  But  he  (  Lord  Bolingbroke  ) 
"  mould  have  confidered,  that  the  LAW  all  along 
"  diftinguifhes  between  the  crimes  capable  of  legal 
"  conviction,  and  fuch  as  were  infcrutable  to  all 
"  but  Omnifcience.  The  latter  God  referves  for 
"  his  own  Inquifition  :  but  the  crime  in  queftion 
"  was  an  overt -a  ft  of  Idolatrous  JVorfhip^  and  there- 
"  fore  came  reafonably  and  equitably  before  the  Civil 
"  Tribunal."  You  indeed  mean  here  the  Mofaic 
Law,  and  the  Civil  Tribunal  under  the  Mofaic  Go- 
vernment ;  but  the  force  of  your  reafoning  extends 
to  every  Law,  and  to  every  Civil  Government,  up- 
on the  face  of  the  earth. 

I  fee,  your  Lordfhip  treats  of  this  matter  more  at 
large  in  another  place r ;  to  which,  I  fuppole,  you 
would  here  refer  us.  I  have  examined  it  attentive- 
ly i  but  find  as  little  fatisfaction  there,  as  you  give 
me  here  :  for  your  whole  reafoning  there  is  built 
upon  the  fame  fallacy,  with  which  you  begin  and 
end  upon  this  fubject  here ;  namely,  that  Idolatrous 
Worfhip  is  no  more  than  a  mere  Speculative  Opi- 
nion. Your  diftinction  of  Idolatry  into  matter  of 
Confcience  and  matter  of  Convenience,  has  no  good 
foundation,  and  is  of  very  little  ufe.  To  the  ob- 
jection, that  the  rights  of  Confcience  are  in  their 
nature  fuch,  that  they  cannot  be  furrendered  ;  and 
"  that  no  contract  to  give  them  up  can  be  bind- 
"  ing  i "  ( an  objection,  which  flrongly  affects  your 

1  View  of«Bolingbroke's  Philofophy ;    3d  Edit.  p.  187. 
T  Div.  Leg.   Book  v  ;  Seft.  z. 
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pofition,  that  Idolatry  was  juftly  punifhable  by  the 
Mofaic  Law  and  by  no  other,  and  which  merits  a 
good  anfwer  j )  you  reply,  by  affirming  it  to  be  "  a 
"  plain  and  decifive  faff,  that  none  of  all  the  Idola- 
"  trous  Worfliip  the  Jews  ever  fell  into  was  matter 
"  of  Confcience."   You  call  that  a  plain  fa  ft,  which 
is  not  a  faff,  but  a  mere  empty  [peculation ;  and  fo 
far  from  plainy  that  it  is  neither  at  firft  fight  pro- 
bable, nor  in  its  nature  capable  of  proof:  you  take 
upon  you  peremptorily  to  decide  a  queftion,  which 
can  be  decided  by  no  one,  but  God  alone  ;  and  your 
aliening,  without  any  authority,  "  that  God  fore- 
"  knew  that  the  cafe  would  not  happen,"  is  only 
one  more  large  flride  in  prefumption.     But  there  is 
another  point,  upon  which  you  lay  a  greater  ftrefs, 
and  which  therefore  I  mail  examine  more  particu- 
larly.   You  fay,  "  that  Civil  Society  muft  have  one 
"  particular,  diftinct,  and  appropriated  end ;   and 
"  that  this  end  can  be  no  other  than  fecurity  to  the 
"  temporal  liberty  or  property  of  man ; "  and c  that 
e  any  attainable  good,  that  it  is  accidentally  capable 
c  of  producing,    is  not  the  legitimate  bufmefs  of 
£  Civil  Society.'     Allowing  your  pofition  in  its  full 
force,  it  may  indeed  follow,  that  the  Civil  Magif- 
trate  is  not  under  an  obligation  to  punifh  every  Im- 
morality ;  but  it  does  by  no  means  follow,  that  he 
has  not  a  right  to  punifh  any  but  fuch  as  are  diredl 
breaches  of  the  peace,  and  infringements  of  liberty 
or  property:    for  there  are   many  Immoralities, 
which,  tho*  they  do  not  immediately  affect  liberty 
or  property,  yet  are  inconfiftent  with  public  decen- 
cy* 


cy,  and  public  order,  with  the  well-being  and  ge- 
neral good  of  the  State  ;  and  therefore  punifhable 
by  the  Magiftrate.  This  Mr  Locke  admits ;  to 
whofe  authority  you  refer  us  5 ,  for  the  principle  a- 
bove-mentioned.  "  The  affiftance  the  Magiftrate's 
"  authority  can  give  to  the  true  religion,  fays  he  * , 
"  is  in  the  fubduing  of  lujls,  in  its  being  directed 
"  againft  pride,  injuftice,  rapine,  luxury,  and  de+ 
"  bauchery,  and  thofe  other  immoralities,  which 
41  come  properly  under  his  cognifance,  and  may  be 
"  corrected  by  punifhments ;  and  not  by  the  im- 
"  pofing  of  creeds  and  ceremonies."  Again  u : 
"  Here  then  the  Magiftrates  affiftance  is  wanting  : 
"  here  they  may  and  ought  to  interpofe  their  power, 
"  and  by  leverities  againft  drunkennefs,  lafcivioufnefs, 
"  and  all  forts  of  debauchery  ;  by  a  fteady  and  un- 
"  relaxed  punifhment  of  all  the  ways  of  fraud  and 
"  injuftice ;  and  by  their  adminiftration,  counte- 
"  nance,  and  example,  reduce  the  irregularities  cf 
"  men's  manners  into  order,  and  bring  fobriety, 
"  peaceablenefs,  and  induftry,  and  honefty,  into 
"  fafhion.  This  is  their  proper  bufinefs  every 
"  where  :  and  for  this  they  have  a  commiffion  from 
<c  God,  both  by  the  light  of  nature  and  revelation." 
This  interpofition  of  the  Magiftrate,  for  the  punifh- 
ment of  Immoralities  in  general,  Mr  Locke  did 
not  think  inconfiftent  with  what  he  had  before  laid 
down  w  ;  "  that  the  whole  jurifdiction  of  the  Ma- 

s  Div.  Leg.   Book  ii,  Sea.  5. 

:  Third  Letter  on  Toleration,  p.  329.  u  Ibid, 

w  Letter  concerning  Toleration,  p,  36. 
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u  giftrate  reaches  only  to  thefe  civil  concernments," 
( namely,  life,  liberty,  and  property, )  "  and  that 
"  all  civil  power,  right,  and  dominion  is  bounded 
"  and  confined  ro  the  only  care  of  promoting  thefe 
"  things."  But  You  perfift  in  urging  this  general 
principle,  in  its  utmoft  rigour  and  without  limita- 
tion. "  The  end  of  the  Civil  Conftitution  of  the 
•'  Jews,"  fay  you,  "  was  the  fame  with  all  other ; 
"  namely,  fecurity  to  men's  temporal  liberty  and 
"  property."  Would  you  infer,  that  therefore  it 
could  not  punifh  any  immorality,  but  what  was  a 
direct  invafion  of  liberty  or  property  ?  Or  will  you 
wink  fo  hard,  as  not  to  fee  immoralities  in  the  old 
Heathen  Iclolatry  ?  But,  "  the  fuppcrt  of  morality" 
you  fay,  "  is  an  adulterate  glofs,.  to  juftify  the  ini- 
"  quitous  practice  of  punifhing  for  opinions : "  that 
is,  the  power  of  the  Magiftrate  has  been,  and  may 
be,  abufed  ;  and  therefore  it  ought  not  to  be  exer- 
cifed  at  all. 

But  with  regard  to  the  power  of  the  Magiftrate, 
in  inforcing  feveral  duties,  whether  of  imperfect  or 
perfect  obligation,  and  correcting  the  evils  that  arife 
from  the  breach  of  them  •,  and  in  punifhing  immo- 
ralities indirectly  affecting  either  private  perfons  or 
the  public  ;  in  which  there  is  really  fome  difficulty 
from  the  innate  defects  of  Civil  Society  :  this  mat- 
ter we  mall  be  able  to  clear  up  much  better  by 
.  having  recourfe  to  the  Principles  of  the  Alliance  be- 
tween Church  and  State  ;  of  which  Convention,  by  the 
way,  though  fo  famous,  I  dare  fay,  Mr  Locke  ne- 

ver 
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ver  heard  a  word  ;  for  if  he  had,  he  would  certainly 
have  had  fomething  to  fay  to  it.  Once  upon  a  time 
then,  the  Patriarchal  Church  met  the  Patriarchal 
State,  by  appointment :  a  folemn  Congrefs  was  held, 
in  due  form  •,  and,  after  much  adroit  negotiation, 
and  no  (mail  political  refinement,  on  one  fide  and 
on  the  other,  matters  were  at  laft  adjufted,  and  a 
Treaty  of  Alliance  happily  concluded  between  them. 
The  Original  Charter,  or  Record,  of  this  antient 
Alliance  between  the  Patriarchal  Church  and  State 
is  laid  up  in  the  fame  Archive  with  that  of  the  later 
Alliance  between  rfie  Chriftian-Church  and  State  ; 
of  which  your  Lordfhip  has  given  us  the  hiftory  at 
large :  and  whoever  will  but  take  the  pains  to  exa- 
mine and  collate  the  two  Records,  will  find  the  lat- 
ter to  be  an  exact  Copy  or  Counterpart  of  the  for- 
mer. Now,  by  the  Terms  of  the  Alliance,  it  ap- 
pears, that  the  Church  has  a  CoaRive  Power  FOR 
REFORMATION  OF  MANNERS.  If  it  be  afked, 
how  the  Church  came  by  it ;  it  is  anfwered,  that  the 
Church  received  this  power  or  jurifdiction  from  the 
State.  (  See  Grants  of  State  to  Church  ;  Article 
III.  )  The  State  then  was  originally  pofiefTed  of 
this  Coactive  Power  for  Reformation  of  Manners, 
in  as  full  and  ample  manner  as  the  Church  enjoyed 
it  afterwards  •,  or  how  could  the  State  make  a  Grant 
of  it  to  the  Church  ?  Certainly.  Why 

then  would  the  State  part  with  it  ?  For  fome  people 
may  be  inclined  to  think,  that  the  State  might  as 
well  have  kept  it  ftill  in  her  own  hands,  and  never 

have 
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have  made  a  Grant  of  it  to  the  Church  at  all. 
Oh,  but  it  is  much  more  fitly  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  Church ;  for  when  tfie  Church  hath  prepared 
the  fubjecr,  for  its  due  application  and  reception,  a 
Coadtive  Power  of  the  Civil  kind,  intrufted  to  the 
Church,  may  be  applied  to  good  purpofe ;  but  not 
till  then.  How  your  Lordfhip  would  apply 

this  Coactive  Power  to  good  purpofe  in  the  prefent 
fyftem  of  affairs ;  I  leave  to  you,  or  whom  it  may 
concern,  to  confider  :  be  that  as  it  may,  the  Patri- 
archal Church  being  as  well  provided  with  the  fame 
Coaclive  Power  FOR  REFORMATION  OF  MANNERS, 
and  having  come  by  it  as  fairly  and  honeflly,  by 
gift  or  loan  from  the  Patriarchal  State  ;  I  only  pro- 
pofe,  that  the  Patriarchal  Church  mould  apply  it  to 
a  very  good  purpofe,  namely,  for  her  own  Prefer- 
vation,  and  for  the  fervice  of  the  State,  and  only 
fo  far  as  is  ablblutely  necefifary  for  this  purpofe.  I 
would  ha.ve  no  application  of  fire  and  faggot ;  no 
Capital  punimment ;  no  propagating  of  eftablifhed 
Religion  by  force  ;  no  impofing  of  modes  of  faith, 
opinions,  or  ceremonies ;  rather  the  prevention  than 
the  punifhment  of  crimes,  nor  even  fo  much  the 
Reformation  of  Manners  as  the  Prefervation  of 
them  in  their  prefent  flate  of  purity.  In  fhort, 
I  would  have  her  employ  her  power  only  in  hinder^ 
ing  the  importation  of  foreign  Immoralities  j  par- 
ticularly in  excluding  a  fpecies  of  Idolatry,  not  only 
highly  immoral  in  itfelf,  but  moreover  attended  with 
3  train  of  the  grofleft  impurities,  and  the  moft 
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abominable  vices,  that  ever  difgraced  human  na- 
ture :  which,  if  once  admitted,  would  totally  de- 
llroy  the  faid  Patriarchal  Church,  and  fpread  like- 
wife  a  moral  corruption  through  the  Patriarchal 
State  -,  which  no  Coactive  Power  whatfoever,  in 
whatever  hands  it  might  be  placed,  would  after- 
wards be  able  to  eradicate. 

Before  I  have  done  with  your  Lordfhip's  argu- 
mentation, in  the  place x  above-mentioned ;  I  can- 
not help  remarking,  that,  while  You  are  pleading 
for  'Toleration^  you  treat  a  Perfon  y  of  eminent  cha- 
racter and  abilities  with  avowed  Contempt,  as  a 
diffenting  preacher ;  and  while  you  treat  his  reafoning 
as  falfe,  fallacious,  and  abfurd,  you  give  him  am- 
ple revenge  in  your  own. 

Having  confidered  the  queftion,  in  general,  of 
the  Patriarchs  right  of  reftraining  the  Idolatry  of 
their  times ;  I  fhall  take  a  Ihort  view  of  it  with  re- 
gard to  the  particular  circumftances  attending  it  in 
the  cafe  of  the  Patriarch  Abraham,  which  was  what 
I  more  efpecially  infilled  upon,  He  came  out  from 
his  own  Idolatrous  nation,  by  the  fpecial  call  of 

*  Div.  Leg.  Book  v,  Se<3.  2. 

X  Dr  FOSTER  ;  of  whom  thus  Pope: 

'  Let  modeft  Fofter,  if  he  will,  excel 
"  Ten  Metropolitans  in  preaching  well." 

And  thus  his  Commentator  on  the  place  :  '*  This  confirms  an 
"  obfervation  which  Mr  Hobbes  made  long  ago,  That  there  be 
"  very  few  Bijbops  that  a£l  a  Sermon  fo  well,  at  fivers  PRES- 

'    BYTERIANS    and    FANATIC  PREACHERS    Can    do.      Hift    of 

'  Civ.  War«,  p.  62,  SCRIBL." 
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God  ;  for  this  great  end  of  his  providence,  that  he 
might  become  the  head  and  father  of  a  nation  which 
was  to  be  kept  feparate  from  all  others,  in  order  to 
maintain  the  pure  worfhip  of  God,  in  oppofition 
to  Idolatry  then  almoft  univerfally  prevailing.  He 
fettled  in  the  Southern  parts  of  Paleftine,  where  he 
was  furrounded  with  Idolatrous  nations  ;  on  one 
fide,  the  Egyptians ;  on  another,  the  Chaldeans ; 
on  a  third,  and  neareft  of  all,  the  Canaanites  •,  of 
whofe  monftrous  abominations,  the  concomitants 
and  the  effects  of  their  unnatural  worfhip,  we  can- 
not read  without  aftonimment :  part  of  his  own 
houfehold  perhaps  ftill  retaining  a  tincture  of  their 
former  fuperftitions ;  and  difpofed  to  return,  on  the 
firft  opportunity,  to  their  native  Religion,  from 
which  they  might  have  been  unwillingly  drawn. 
We  know  the  ftrong  propenfity  to  Idolatrous  prac- 
tices, which  always  pofieffed  his  defendants,  and 
which  no  reftraints  could  overcome  -,  his  houfehold 
were  now  placed  in  more  dangerous  circumftances 
than  his  defendants  ever  were  afterwards,  with 
fewer  checks  to  reftrain,  or  guards  to  defend  them. 
Temptations  of  every  kind,  prejudice,  authority, 
example,  fafliion,  fenfual  incitements,  were  ready 
at  hand  on  every  fide  to  lay  hold  on  them  -,  and,  if 
left  to  themfelves,  both  the  general  corruption,  and 
particular  delufion  of  the  age,  would  have  born 
them  down,  as  with  a  ftrong  tide,  to  the  abyfs, 
from  which  they  had  fo  lately  emerged.  In  thefe 
circumftances,  would  Abraham  have  fulfilled  his 
engagements  with  God,  would  he  have  performed 
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the  peculiar  Duty  incumbent  on  him  by  the  charge 
of  the  Almighty ;  which  was,  "  *  to  walk  before 
"  him,  and  to  be  PERFECT  ;"  and  "  to  command 
"  his  children  after  him,  that  they  mould  keep  the 
*'  way  of  the  Lord  :  "  if  he  had  connived  at  any 
open  attempt  to  fet  up  the  worfhip  of  Falfe  Gods 
among  his  people  ?  when  the  leaft  contagion  would 
have  run  through  the  whole'  community ;  when 
Idolatry,  with  all  its  concomitant  abominations,  if 
once  permitted,  would  foon  have  univerfally  pre- 
vailed ;  and  there  would  have  been  but  one  ftep 
between  the  free  Toleration  and  the  perfect  Efta- 
blifhment  of  it. 

It  is  agreed  among  the  mod  ftrenuous  Advocates 
of  Religious  Liberty,  that  Toleration  has  its  pro- 
per bounds  j  and  that  there  are  opinions,  as  well 
as  practices,  which  in  a  well  regulated  free  State 
ought  not  to  be  tolerated.  I  fhall  not  attempt  to 
define  thefe  limits  ;  nor  indeed  do  I  think  it  poflible 
precifely  to  mark  the  very  point,  to  which  the 
power  of  the  Civil  Magiftrate  may  in  every  cafe  of 
this  nature  be  allowed  to  extend.  It  has  been  done 
in  fome  inftances  by  Writers  of  the  firft  authority 
on  this  fubje<5t.  Mr  Locke a  excludes  from  the  be- 

z  Gen.  xvii,  i  :  xviii,  19.  The  force  of  the  expreffion  in 
the  former  of  thefe  places,  "  Be  thou  perfect,"  may  be  il- 
luftrated  by  comparing  it  with  Deut.  xviii,  i  3  :  where,  after  a. 
charge  to  the  Ifraelites  not  to  learn  the  abominations  of  thofe 
nations,  whom  God  had  caft  out  before  them,  it  is  immediately 
added,  "  Thou  lhalt  be  PERFECT  (  or  entire )  with  the  Lord 
"  thy  God." 

*  Letter  concerning  Toleration,  p.  58.  &c.  410. 
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nefit  of  Toleration,  all  thofe  "  who  hold  opinions 
"  contrary  to  human  fociety ;   fuch  as,  that  Faith 
"  is  not  to  be  kept  with  Heretics,  and  that  Domi- 
"  nion  is  founded  in  Grace  ;    thofe  who  deliver 
"  themfelves  up  to  the  protection  and  fervice  of 
*c  another  Prince,  by  acknowledging  a  foreign  ju- 
"  rifdiction ;  and  who  deny  the  being  of  a  God." 
To  thefe  inftances  Bifhop  Ellys,    in  his  excellent 
Tracts  on  Spiritual  Liberty  b ,  adds,  that  "  thofe, 
"  who  hold  errors  directly  tending  to  weaken  and 
"  fubvert  any  civil  ftate ;  thofe,  who  maintain,  that 
"  Oaths  are  unlawful  to  be  taken  on  any  occafion  ; 
"  that  all,  even  defenfive,  War,  and  the  bearing 
"  any  Magiftracy,  are  things  inconfiftent  with  the 
"  duty  of  a  Chriflian  ;  that  fuch  peffons  have  not, 
"  flrictly  fpeaking,  any  right  to  Toleration  :  with 
"  a  general  exception  likewiie  of  errors  in  religion, 
"  which  naturally  tend  to  difturb  the  Civil  State, 
"  and  which  are  hurtful  and  detrimental  to  it."     I 
fhall  beg  leave  to  add  alfo  one  or  two  examples, 
which  I  think  may  juftly  be  reckoned  of  this  latter 
kind  :  and  I  hope  it  will  not  offend  your  Lordfhip's 
moderation,  if  I  exclude  from  Toleration  all  thofe, 
who  make  practices  mocking  to  humanity,  and  de- 
ftructive  of  the  human  race  idelf,  parts  of  their 
religious  wormip  •,   fuch  as  murders,  proflitutions, 
and  impurities  of  all  kinds ;  the  horrid  facrifices  of 
Moloch,    in  which  parents  offered  up  their  own 
children,  and  burnt  them  alive  to  appeafe  the  Idol ; 
the  obfcene  rites  of  Baal-peor,  in  which  the  moft 

*  P.  57,  'Sec. 

fhamelefs 


t  49  ] 

Jhamelefs  proftitutions  were  permitted  and  encou- 
raged at  leaft,  if  not  necefiarily  required.  Thefe 
are  fpecimens  of  the  Idolatry,  which  prevailed, 
before  the  time  of  Mofes,  in  Canaan c  and  the 
neighbouring  countries ;  and  which  I  fuppofe  all 
Sovereigns  and  Heads  of  Tribes,  worshippers  of 
the  true  God,  in  thofe  times,  did  reftrain,  and  had 
a  right  to  reitrain.  I  conceive,  that  their  duty  to 
God  and  to  their  people  demanded  of  them,  that 
they  fliould  oppofe  and  hinder  the  introduction  of 
all  fuch  abominations  j  and  mould  punifh  all  thofe 
of  their  dependents,  who  mould  attempt  to  intro- 
duce them. 

I  mall  conclude  this  fubjed  by  propofing  the  fen, 
timents  of  another  celebrated  Author  upon  it,  one 
of  known  candour  and  moderation,  as  well  as  great 
judgment,  the  very  learned  J.  Albertus  Fabricius. 

e  Lev.  xviii  ;  21  and  24.  Deut.  xviii  ;  10  and  12.  Num. 
xxv :  and  xxxi  ;  15,  16.  See  alfo  Deut.  xxiii,  17;  where 
il'Tp,  nil'lp,  properly  a  holy  or  confccrated  perfon,  one  fepa- 
rated  to  a  religious  purpofc,  fignifies  a  Proftitute  of"  either  ftx  : 
not  bccaufc  Hebrew  \vorcjs  have  contradictory  fenfcs,  but  be- 
caufe  in  Canaan  and  the  neighbouring  nations,  before  the  time 
(>f  Mofes,  Proititution  made  a  part  of  their  Idolatrous  Worfhip. 
If  it  be  faid,  that  there  is  no  particular  mention  in  Job  of  thefc 
abominations,  but  of  the  worfhip  of  the  Sun  and  Moon  only  ; 
1  obferve,  that  Mofes  has  in  the  very  fame  manner  cxprefTed 
Idolatry  in  general,  by  the  principal  and  leading  fpecies  of  if, 
the  Worfliip  of  the  Sun  and  Moon,  and  of  the  Hoft  of  Heaven : 
and  this  he  has  done  even  in  the  enacting  claufe  of  the  Law, 
which  inflicls  capital  p.miPament  on  the  crime  of  Idolatry. 
Deut.  xvii  j  2 — 5.  As  to  the  horrid  rite  of  Human  Sacrifices; 
the  Author  of  Divine  Legation  !\olds,  that  it  prevailed  among 
the  Idolatrous  nations  both  of  Chaldca  and  of  Canaan  in  the 
time  of  Abraham.  See  Div.  Leg.  Vol.  v;  p.  252,  253. 
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Your  Lordfhip  will  be  pleafed  to  note,  that  I  do 
not  make  myfelf  anfwerable  for  the  juftnefs  of  thefe 
fentiments :  for  I  am  of  opinion,  that  no  general 
pofitions  can  well  be  laid  down  upon  this  delicate 
fubjec"t,  which  may  not,  in  their  application  to  par- 
ticular cafes,  be  liable  to  objections.  However, 
this  excellent  Perfon  in  his  philological  work  on  the 
Propagation  of  the  Gofpel,  having  fet  forth  the 
arguments  and  teflimonies  of  antient  authors  in  be- 
half of  Toleration,  and  given  an  account  of  the 
feveral  modern  writers  on  the  fubject,  adds  -his  own 
judgment  on  the  limits  of  Toleration,  as  follows d. 

"  Ne  quis  autem  inferat  per  hujufmodi  sequani- 
"  mitatis  veluti  mollitiem  quibuflibet  feneftram 
"  aperiri  vefanis  erroribus,  non  fovendis  modo,  fed 
"  profitendis  etiam  palam  &  propagandis,  turban- 
"  d^eque  ecclefias,  &  ipfi  etiam  civili  Reip.  quieti 
"  convellendas :  age  limites  tolerantias  omnis  per 
"  tria  hascce  capita,  divinarum  literarum  fanasque 
"  rationis  luce  praeeunte,  circumfcribamus. 

"  I.  Everfores  religionis  omnis,  hancque  irreli- 
"  giofitatem  fuam  profeflbs,  &  aliis  ut  fecum  fimi- 
*'  liter  infaniant  auctores,  non  modo  licet,  fed  de- 
**  cet  &  oportet  etiam,  reprimere,  &  jubere  procul 
"  efle  ;  nifi  graviorem  animadverfionem  etiam  in- 
."  folentia  fua  fibi  in  caput  contraxerint. 

"  II.  Errorum,  quos  peililentes  &  faluti  civium 
*c  fuorum  noxios  efle  Princeps  vel  Magiftratus  ju- 

4  J.  A.  Fabricii  Lux  Salutaris  Evangelii  toti  orbi  exoriens  j 
p.  507. 
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"  dicant,  difieminationem  &  propagationem  in  di- 
"  tione  fua,  ne  dum  fcditiofa  dogmata,  impedire, 
"  ejufque  auctores,  poll  admonitionem  obftinatos, 
"  exilio  afficere,  &  jure  poffunt,  &  ex  officii  & 
"  prudentise  legibus  funt  obftricti.  Poffunt  jure  id 
"  quidem,  cum  Patri-familias  etiam  integrum  fit 
"  &  incumbat  omnibus  modis  impedire,  ne  fe  in- 
"  vito  doctrina,  quam  noxiam  efle  non  dubitat, 
"  liberis  fuis  aut  familiar  inculcetur :  officii  autem 
"  hoc  ab  illis  expofcit  ratio,  quia  non  minor  Prin- 
"  cipis  &  Magiftratuum  in  fubditos,  quam  boni 
"  Patris-familias  in  liberos  familiamque  amor,  non 
"  minor  cura  falutis  debet  efTe  :  prudentia  denique 
"  idem  ab  iifdem  requirit,  quoniam  negledtum 
"  iftud  in  tempore  &  in  ipfis  principiis  officium 
<c  quantis  deinde  tumultibus,  periculis,  &  faspe 
"  fortunis  ac  vita  ipfa,  vel  omnium  rerum  con- 
"  verfione,  Imperantibus  conftiterit,  hiftoriarum 
"  monumenta  pafllm  loquuntur. 

"  III.  Si  tacere  vel  emigrare  jubeantur  qui  noxi- 
<e  os  errores  diffeminare  geftiunt,  non  poffunt  illi 
"  de  injuria  vel  perfecutione  conqueri  j  nam  hoc 
"  ipfo  nemo  ad  religionem  contra  animi  fententiam 
<c  cogitur."  

But  your  Lordfhip,  by  one  parting  flroke  of  your 
pen,  has  demolifhed  all  our  reafoning  at  once  ; 
which  proceeded  upon  a  fuppofition,  that  there  was 
really  fuch  a  thing  formerly  as  Patriarchal  Govern- 
ment. You  fet  out  with  afferting,  that  the  Patri- 
archs were  not  Civil  Magiftrates,  becaufc  they  were 
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not  Kings.     I  was  fomewhat  furprized,  both  at  the 
afiertion,  and  the  reafon  by  which  it  was  fupported. 
You  now  repeat  your  afiertion  in  rather  ftronger 
terms ;  you  fay,  "  they  were  as  much  Gods  as 
"  Kings.'*      A    Petty-Conftable,   confidered  as  a 
perfon  in  authority,  is  certainly  much  more  like  a 
King,  than  like  a  God  :   therefore  you  muft  mean, 
that  the  Patriarchs  had  no  authority  at  all,  not  even 
of  the  loweft  kind  ;  and  that  Patriarchal  Govern- 
ment according  to  the  common  fyftem,  like  moft 
other  common  fyftems,  is  all  a  mere  Chimera.  You 
do  not  vouchfafe  to  favour  us  with  your  reafons. 
I  fuppofe,  they  may  be  referved  for  another  occa- 
fion.     I  perceive  your  Lordlhip  has  for  fome  time 
born  no  good  will  to  thefe  old  Patriarchs ;  you  have 
determined  to  allow  them  "  no  rights,  either  rela- 
"  tive  to,    or  connected  with,   thofe  of  a  Civil 
"  kind £ . "  You  are  afraid,  it  feems,  left  Sir  Robert 
Filmer's  Patriarch,  long  fmce  dead  and  forgotten, 
fhould  come  again  and  haunt  us  •,  and  you  think,  it 
would  be  making  furer  work,  to  annihilate  the  per- 
fon himfelf,  both  body  and  foul,  before-hand,  than 
to  ftay  to  lay  the  Ghoft  of  him,  when  he  may  ap- 
pear.    Being  under  no  fuch  apprehenfions  myfelf, 
I  mail  wait  with  patience,  till  you  fhall  be  pleafed 
to  fatisfy  us.     That  Idolatry  was  the  fpecifk  crime 
for  which  Sodom  was  deflroyed,  and  that  there  ne- 
ver was  any  fuch  thing  as  Patriarchal  Government, 
will  ferve  as  pretty  fubjecls  to  furnifh  two  new  Epl- 

*  View  of  Bolingbroke's  Philofophy  j  p.  303. 
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fodes  in  Divine  Legation.  Your  Lordfhip  will  eafily 
introduce  them  in  any  given  place,  and  extend  them 
to  any  given  length,  as  may  be  moft  convenient : 
and  I  fuppofe,  we  may  expect  them,  when  you  give 
us  the  Firft  Part  alfo  of  Divine  Legation,  a  New 
Edition  in  Three  Volumes. 

So  much  for  the  principal,  and  argumentative, 
part  of  the  Appendix.  When  I  called  it  Sophif- 
try  ;  I  paid  a  compliment  to  much  the  greateft  part 
of  it,  which  it  by  no  means  deferved.  Sophiftry 
implies  addrefs,  and  management,  and  artifice ; 
fomething  fpecious,  plaufible,  and  impofing  •,  fome 
femblance,  colour,  or  fhadow  of  argument :  even 
to  this  paltry  merit  Your  argumentation  has  not 
the  leaft  pretenfions  j  it  is  fuch  argumentation,  as 
never  was  produced  by  any  one  bred  up  in  the  prin- 
ciples of  LOGIC. 

I  proceed  in  the  Second  place  to  the  Buffoonery 
of  your  Lordfhip's  Appendix ;  difplayed  in  two  cu- 
rious paragraphs,  in  which  you  are  difpofed  to  be 
very  witty  and  ludicrous.  The  firft  fets  out  with  a 
fort  of  argumentation,  which  I  do  not  well  know, 
whether  we  are  to  take  as  meant  in  earneft  or  in 
jeft.  You  amend  the  Candid  Examiner's  queftion 
by  inferring  a  new  claufe  ;  and  you  do  it  in  form, 
as  a  matter  of  great  importance,  thus :  "  The  Ex- 
*  aminer  fays,  Where  was  Idolatry  ever  puni/hed  ly 
"  the  Magiftrate^  but  under  the  Jewijh  (Economy  ?  A 
queftion  equivalent  to  this  -,  — "  Where  was  Ido- 
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"  latry  punifhed  by  the  Civil  Magiftrate  on  the  efta- 
"  Ui/hed  Laws  of  the  State,  but  in  Judea  ? "    I  can- 
not well  conceive  what  the  force  and  intent  of  this 
addition,  on  the  eftabli/hed  Laws  of  the  State,  may 
be  ;   unlefs  you  mean  to  put  me  to  an  infuperable 
difficulty,  by  challenging  me  to  produce  from  the 
Patriarchal  Code  the  enacting  claufe,  and  the  very 
words  of  the  Law,  by  virtue  of  which  Idolatry  was 
to  be  punifhed  by  the  Magiftrate.     Well  then,  my 
Lord,  to  give  you  all  the  fatisfaction  in  my  power  -, 
be  pleafed  to  turn  to  Statut.  Noach.  cap.  Hi,  in  the 
Patriarchal  Statute  Book  intitled  nu  >3i  mn,  which 
you  may  find  in  the  Gemara  Babylonica,  ad  Tit. 
Sanhedrim,  cap.  vii,  fol.  56.      I  muft  note  how- 
ever, that  this  Chapter,  which  I  quote  as  Chap,  iii, 
is  Chap,  i,  in  fome  other  copies :  the  Title  of  it  is, 
m?  may  ty,  Of  ftrange  Worjhip,  or  Idolatry.     In- 
deed, my  Lord,    the  Pr<ecepta  Noachidarum   have 
been  confidered  by  the  Learned,  not  as  altogether 
an  idle  dream  of  the  Rabbins,  but  as  a  fubject  of 
fome  importance  ;   being  agreeable  to  Holy  Scrip- 
ture, and  in  other  refpects  much  better  founded 
than  moft  that  are  accounted  Traditionary  doctrines. 
The  very  learned  Selden  has  thought  it  worth  while 
to  treat  of  them  at  large  in  a  confiderable  Work f , 
of  which  they  make  the  principal  fubject :  and  it  is 
the  univerfal  opinion  of  the  Jewifli  Lawyers  of  all 
ages,  derived  perhaps  chiefly  from  this  Tradition, 
that  Idolatry  was  punilhed  under  the  Patriarchs. 

f  De  Jure  Natural!  &  Gentium,   juxta  Difciplinam  Hebrse- 
orum. 

And 
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And  they,  agreeably  to  their  own  Law,  make  it  a 
Capital  Crime.  Their  decifion  on  the  point,  as  ex- 
preffed  in  the  Gemara  Babylonica,  ibid,  is  this : 
"  Ob  violationem  alicujus  e  feptem  Prseceptis  Noa- 
"  chidarum  morte  afficitur.  De  unico  ( fc.  homi- 
"  cidio )  aperte  effatus  eft  Deus  ipfe.  Atque  ea- 
"  dem  ratio  eft  cunctorum." 

You  go  on  in  the  fame  way  •,  and  prove  that  I 
"  fail  in  my  firft  point,  which  is,  finding  out  Civil 
"  Magiftrates"  among  thefe  Patriarchs.    Your  ar. 
gument  is  really  a  pleafant  one  •,   in  proper  form  it 
ftands  thus  :  All  Civil  Magiftrates  are  Kings  j  but 
the  Patriarchs  were  not  Kings  ;  therefore  the  Patri- 
archs were  not  Civil  Magiftrates.     The  proof  of 
the  Major,  I  prefume,  can  be  no  other  than  this  : 
All  Kings  are  Civil  Magiftrates  j  therefore  all  Civil 
Magiftrates  are  Kings :    which,   according  to  the 
Old  Canons  of  Logic,  is  what,  I  think,  we  ufed 
.to  call  a  Falfe  Converjton.     But,  my  Lord,  though 
one  mould  grant,  that  real  power  necefTarily  de- 
pended on  nominal  title,  and  was  always  exactly 
proportionable  to  it ;  will  not  the  title  itfelf  of  Pa- 
triarch be  fufficient  for  my  purpofe  ?  Tho'  Job  and 
Abraham  were  not  Kings  •,  yet  might  they  not  be 
really  and  effectually  Rulers  of  Tribes  ?    And  tho' 
the  celebrated  Mr  Shinkin  was  not  King,  nor  fo 
much  as  Prince  of  Wales  •,  yet  might  he  not  be  the 
Wormipful  Davyth  ap  Shinkin,  Efq-,  one  of  the 
Juftices  of  the  Quorum  for  the  County  of  Mont- 
gomery ?    And  yet,  if  I  had  at  all  apprehended  it 

to 


to  be  necefiary  ;  I  believe,  I  could  have  offered 
fome  proof,  that  thefe  Patriarchs  were  Kings,  As 
thus  :  Abraham  is  called  in  the  Book  of  Genefis  e 
turret  N»IM.  Now  as  the  HEBREW  VERITY,  with- 
out the  Greek  Tranflation  of  the  Seventy,  would 
be  at  this  day,  according  to  your  Lordfhip,  a  mere 
arbitrary  Cipher  ;  for  Your  fatisfaction,  I  muft  have 
recourfe  to  Them :  and  they  decipher  the  words  thus : 
BASIAETS  Traqa  ®tx.  So  there  is  at  once  both 
Divine  Right,  and  Regal  Title.  Thefe  fame  infal- 
lible Greek  Tranflators  ( I  hope  they  are  fuch,  or 
we  are,  it  feems,  in  a  fad  condition  with  regard  to 
our  Bible  )  have  added  to  the  end  of  the  book  of 
Job  a  note  of  their  own  ;  which  moft  of  the  Fa- 
thers, with  Origen  at  their  head,  held  to  be  a  por- 
tion of  authentic  Scripture.  Part  of  it  is  as  follows : 
ol  BASIAEIS  cl  BA2IAETZANTEZ  ei>  E$upt  iff 
&)£]  HP  HE  %e*)f>ctt'  Trp&TOf  BttAd-x*  •• 

Bot-Acuc,  !&>€#£  o  xatepivof  I  £1 B.  •••  Oi  & 
Trpo?  CIVTOV  <p<Ao<,  EAI<J>AZ  TUV  Htrav  yuv, 
BASIAET2,  B<*A^^  o  2cuu%cuuv  TTPAN- 
NOS,  2«(pctp  o  Mivouuv  BASIAETS.  And  fo  here  is 
for  you,  my  Lord,  not  only  King  Job,  but  King 
Elipbaz,  King  Bildad,  and  King  Zopbarh.  And 

what 

-    8  Chap,  xxiii,  6. 

h  Since  I  wrote  the  above,  I  have  obferved  that  the  Author 
of  Divine  Legation  (  Vol.  v,  p.  85. )  has  caught  at  this  Addi- 
tion of  the  Seventy  to  the  book  of  Job,  and  prefTed  it  into  his 
fervice.  '*  But,  what  is  ftill  of  more  moment,  (fays  he)  is  a 
"  paragraph  at  the  end  of  the  Septuagint  tranflation  of  the  book 
€t  of  Job,  which  makes  of  thefe  three  friends,  two  Kings  and 
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•what  if  I  Ihould  prove  to  you  (till  further,  that 
Job's  Wife  was  a  Queen?  whether  Queen  DINAH, 
as  the  Jewifh;  or  Queen  RHAMA,  as  the  Moham- 
medan Doctors  call  her  ;  I  will  not  pretend  to  de- 
termine. But  fome  of  the  Fathers  *  ,  as  they  infift 
upon  Job's  being  really  a  King,  fo  they  mention 
his  Wife,  with  equal  title  of  dignity,  as  a  Queen. 
Though  your  Lordlhip  is  apt  to  be  a  little  fevere 
upon  the  Ladies,  when  they  come  in  your  way  ; 
yet  I  am  perfuaded,  had  you  been  aware  of  this, 
you  would  have  treated  Her  Idumean  Majefty  with 
a  little  more  refpect  k  . 

But  after  all,  I  neither  then  was,  nor  am  at  pre- 
fent,  under  any  fort  of  neceffity  of  proving  thefe 
Patriarchs  to  be  Kings.  I  never  called  them  fo. 
You  think  you  are  mighty  witty  upon  me  with  King 

"  a  Tyrant."  In  truth,  it  may  be  eafily  of  more  moment  than 
the  reft  of  the  arguments,  by  which  he  drives  his  parallel  be- 
tvveen  the  Three  Friends  of  Job,  and  Sanballat  the  Horonite, 
Tobiab  the  Servant  the  Ammonite,  and  Gejbem  the  Arabian  '• 
but  of  what  moment  it  is,  or  how  it  is  in  the  leaft  to  his  pur- 
pofe,  I  do  not  fee.  If  he  means,  that  the  Three  Friends,  be- 
caufe  they  were  two  Kings  and  a  Tyrant,  do  therefore  more 
properly  reprefent  in  his  Drama  two  No-Kings  and  a  Slave  ; 
this,  I  muft  own,  is  quite  above  my  comprehenfion.  Note.' 
that  nay  (  J  JVAK,  LXX.  )  may  be  rendered  a  Slave  (  in 
Nehem.  li,  10.)  with  at  Icaft  as  much  propriety,  as  rv,*t,tS 
in  the  other  is  rendered  a  Tyrant.  A  A{M 

1  nAmwf  y.«j  **r(>ts  „'  BAZIA12  &Ad&*>.  Bafil.  in  Catena 
Graec.  Patr.  in  Job.  colleftore  Niceta.  Lond.  1637,  p.  89. 


«</T*   ymatxtt   SKTAH,  t*(  ^y.      Olympiodorus,   ibid,    p 
605.  '   v 

k  See  Div.  Leg.  Book  vi,  Sett.  2. 

H  Melchifedec, 
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Melchifedec,  and  King  Shinkin.  On  me  your  jeer 
glances  aflcpe  j  but  it  lights  full  upon  Mofes  and  St 
Paul.  Your  Monarch,  though  dropt  from  the  clouds, 
yet  not  of  the  true  ftamp,  by  hereditary  right ;  your 
ludicrous  interpretation,  of  the  Tythes  taken  from 
Abraham  into  fines  for  Nonconformity,  and  the  Elef- 
fmg  into  a  Spiritual-Court  Abfolution ;  your  fneer 
upon  the  original  Scriptures  of  the  Old  Teftament 
under  the  title  of  the  HEBREW  VERITY,  "  the 
*'  characteriftic  phrafe  with  an  Ironical  Emphafis, 
"  which  is  your  conftant  formula,"  when  you  fpeak 
of  the  Hebrew  Scriptures  ;  your  infmuation,  that 
even  the  fimple  terms  !  ufed  in  the  Hebrew  Verity  are 

ambiguous 

1  As  for  his  Lordfhip's  Wit  here  upon  Bleffing  and  Curjing, 
let  thofe  make  any  thing  of  it,  that  can ;  I  profefs,  it  is  paft 
my  comprehenfion  :  but  his  Criticifm  I  mall  confider.  "  The 
"  Hebrew  word  to  blefs  iignifies  likewife  to  curfe :"  i.  e.  to 
curfe,  as  in  a  folemn  execration  uttered  by  a  Prieft  ;  for  that 
is  the  fenfe,  which  his  Lordfhip's  meaning,  if  he  has  any, 
requires  in  this  place.  But  he  will  find  no  example  of  the 
word  "]"Q,  in  which  it  can  be  fuppofed  to  be  ufed  in  that 
fenfe ;  for  which  the  Hebrew,  though  the  moil  barren  ( as  he 
fays )  of  all  languages,  and  though  the  idea  is  not  of  the 
moil  frequent  occurrence,  has  yet  four  or  five  other  fynony- 
mous  terms,  n^N,  TIN,  3p3,  Dip,  ^?p.  And  I  will  add, 
that  the  word  "]"O  never  does  fignify  to  curfe  at  all.  The 
feemingly  difcordant  fenfes  of  this  word  have  been  long  ago 
perfectly  well  reconciled.  It  fignifies  properly  to  blefs  ;  or, 
which  was  originally  the  fame  thing,  to  fay  to  a  perfon  fare 
you  well)  or  God  be  with  you.  But  as  we  bid  farewell  to  a 
perfon,  when  we  part  with  him  as  well  with  an  ill,  as  with 
a  good,  difpofition  towards  him ;  to  bid  farewell  to  any  one 
often  fignifies  to  relinquish,  and  to  defert  him,  with  a  defign 
of  having  nothing  more  to  do  with  him.  And  this  way  of 
fpeaking,  I  believe,  prevails  in  all  the  languages  in  the 
world.  It  will  be  fuffident  to  illuftrate  it  by  a  few  examples 

from 
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ambiguous  and  contradictory  :  all  this  has  nothing 
to  do  with  me,  nor  has  it  the  lead  relation  to  the 

fubjed. 

from  the  Latin.     "  Varro  in  libris  Logiftoricis  dicit,    Idea 

mortuis  falve  et  vale  did,  non  quod  valere  aut  falvi  efTe  pof- 

fint,  fed  quod  ab   bis  recedimus,  eos  nunquam  niifuri.     HinC 

ortum  eft,  ut  etiam  maledifti  fignificationem  interdum  <va- 

leat  obtineat ;  ut  Terentius :  vedtaht,   qui  inter  nos  dijcidium 

volant :  hoc  eft,  ita  a  nobis  recedant,  ut  nunquam  ad  nof- 

trum   revertantur  afpeftum.       Ergo    cum   mortuo  dicitur 

vale,   non   etymologia  confideranda  eft,    fed  confuetudo ; 

quod  nullis  vale  dicimus  nifi  a  quibus  recedimus."     Ser- 

vius  ad  Virg.  ^En.  XI,  97.     "  Vivit<s  Sylv&.     Valete  :  non 

"  enim  bene  optantis  eft,  fed  renunciantis."     Id.  ad  Eclog. 

viii,  58.     Thus  too,  a  man  may  be  faid  to  bid  farewell  to 

God  ;  when  he  deferts  him,  and  will  ferve  and  acknowledge 

him  no  longer.     "  Si  maxime  talis  eft  Deus,  ut  nulla  gratia, 

"  nulla  hominum  caritate   teneatur  ;    <valeat"      Cicero  de 

Nat.  Deor.  lib.  i.     And  thus  the  Poet  to  his  obfcene  Deity  : 

'*  Vale,  Priape  ;  debeo  tibi  nihil : 
"  Jacebis  inter  arva  fqualidus  fitu." 

TlBULL.  iv,    l6. 

Now  "pS  can  in  no  ether  way  Jignify  mahdittum,  than  vale 
does  according  to  the  glois  of  Servius ;  which  furely  is  not 
the  proper  interpretation  of  it.  Naboth  might  apoftatize 
from  God,  and  throw  off  his  allegiance  to  the  King ;  and 
Job's  Sons  might  renounce  God  fecretly  in  their  hearts,  and 
Job  himfelf  openly ;  without  any  thing  like  a  Curfe  implied 
in  any  of  thefe  cafes. 

The  only  place  remaining,  in  which  the  word  has  been 
rendered  to  curfc,  is  Job  ii,  9 ;  which  the  Author  of  Di-vine 
Legation  thus  explains.  "  Curfe  God,  BARECH,  benedic,  ma- 

11  ledic  :  here  rightly  tranflated  curfe  : and  DIE,  that  is, 

"  offer  violence  to  yourfelf. "  I  apprehend,  not  rightly 
tranflated  in  the  former  part,  nor  rightly  explained  in  the 
latter.  Curfe  God !  mocking  and  improbable,  whatever  we 
may  think  of  Job's  Wife.  Why  not  Weft  God,  in  the  obvious 
fenfe  of  the  word  ?  DD1,  and  die,  give  up  the  ghoft ;  for  to 
exprefs,  kill  yourfelf,  I  apprehend,  it  ought  to  have  been 
nrrann.  "  Then  faid  his  Wife  unto  him,  Doft  thou  ftill 
*'  retain  thine  integrity  ?  Blefs  God,  and  die !  "  That  is, 

H  2  Thou 
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fubject.  It  is  all  far-fetched  conceit,  and  forced 
pleafantry ;  void  of  wit,  of  meaning,  of  common 
decency,  of  common  fenfe  :  it  is  low  banter,  and 
illiberal  burlefque,  upon  the  Prophet,  the  Apoftle, 
and  the  Holy  Scriptures.  *  It  is  really  to  be  la- 
'  mented  m,  when  we  fee  a  Gentleman  and  a  Scho- 
'  Jar  join  the  fmall-dealers  in  fecond-hand  Ridicule, 

*  and  with  affected  wit  and  real  profanenefs,  mere- 
'  ly  for  the  fake  of  exerting  his  little  talent  of 

*  drollery,   treat  the  Holy  Scripture  as  cavalierly, 
'  as  ever  did  Collins  or  Tindal,  Lords  Shaftefbury 

*  or  Bolingbroke.'     But  when  we  fee  You,   my 

Thou  feeft  now  what  recompenfe  thou  received  for  thy  virtue 
and  piety,  at  the  hand  of  God :  Go,  ferve  God,  and  perifh 
for  thy  pains !  To  this  interpretation  Le  Clerc  ( on  the 
place )  has  aptly  applied  a  paflage  of  Ovid,  exprefiing  the 
fame  fentiment  much  in  the  fame  manner  ; 

'*  Viye  pius  ;  moriere  pius :  cole  facra;  colentem 
"  Mors  gravis  a  templis  in  cava  bufta  trahet." 

To  this  Irony  Job  thus  replies :  "  Thou  talkeft  like  one  of 
"  the  foolifh  women,"  in  queftioning  the  juftice  of  God's 
difpenfations.  "  What,  fhall  we  receive  good  at  the  hand 
"  of  God,  and  fhall  we  not  receive  evil  ?  In  all  this  (  adds 
the  Author )  Job  did  not  fin  with  his  lips."  In  this  trial 
likewife,  as  in  the  former,  Job  preferved  his  conftancy  and 
moderation,  and  exprefled  himfelf  rightly  and  properly  with 
regard  to  God's  juftice :  though  in  the  next  trial,  that  cf  the 
provocation  of  his  Friends,  charging  him  with  hypocrify  and 
the  greateft  crimes,  he  did  not  fupport  himfelf  with  equal 
firmnefs  of  temper,  nor  keep  fo  ftrict  a  guard  upon  his  lips. 
In  this  fenfe  of  the  paffage,  Job's  reply  is  a  direft  anfwer  to 
his  Wife's  fpi-ech :  and  the  whole  has  a  relation  to  the  Quef- 
^ion  agitated  at  large  in  the  Poem,  Whether  good  and  evil 
$re  at  prefent  difpenfed  by  Providence  according  to  the  me-- 
rits  and  demerits  of  men  ;  and  very  properly  prepares  the 
way  for  the  great  debate  on  that  Queftion. 

^  See  Do&fine  of  Grace  ;  p.  309. 
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Lord,  a  Clergyman,  and but  I  for- 
bear, in  regard  to  your  rank  and  character :  it  were 
well,  if  You  had  a  proper  regard  to  them  Your- 
felf. 

From  Buffoonery  to  Scurrility  is  an  eafy  tranfi- 
tion  j  which  brings  me,  Thirdly,  to  the  Scurrilous 
part  of  your  Lordihip's  Appendix. 

You  are  pleafed  to  reprefent  me  as  a  Zealot  and 
a  Bigot,  a  Propagator  of  the  doctrine  of  Reftraint 
and  Perfecution  in  matters  of  Religion,  and  one 
that  has  not  been  bred  up  in  the  Principles  of  To- 
leration. Pray,  my  Lord,  unde  petitum  Hoc 

in  me  jacis  ?  You  infer  it  as  the  confequence  of  an 
argument,  which  I  have  occasionally  ufed.  Is  this 
a  candid,  or  a  fair  inference  ?  If,  even  upon  your 
own  principle,  that  the  grofieft  Act  of  Idolatrous 
Worfhip  is  no  more  than  a  mere  Speculative  Opi- 
nion, I  had  held,  that  it  was  neverthelefs  the  Duty 
of  the  Patriarchs,  a  Duty  arifing  from  their  pecu- 
liar engagements  with  God,  and  from  their  parti- 
cular fituation  and  circumftances,  which  I  exprefsly 
infifted  on,  to  reftrain  Idolatry  -,  would  it  fairly  be 
inferred,  that  I  am  an  enemy  to  Toleration  in  ge- 
neral, and  by  habit  and  principle  of  an  inquifitorial 
and  perfecting  fpirit  ?  Even  in  this  cafe,  the  infe- 
rence would  have  been  ungenerous  and  invidious  : 
but  as  it  is,  it  arifes  from  your  own  Sophiftry,  and 
not  from  my  Argument ;  from  which,  however 
you  might  prefs  and  torture  it  for  bad  confequences, 
you  might  as  well  have  concluded,  that  I  was  a 

Jew, 
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Jew,  or  a  Mahometan,  as  an  Intolerant  and  a  Per- 
fecutor.  Or  have  you  any  other  reafons  for  fixing 
thefe  principles  upon  me  ?  Have  you  obferved  any 
thing  in  my  actions,  or  converfation,  that  warrants 
the  imputation  ?  As  it  happens,  I  have  never  omit- 
ted any  opportunity,  that  fairly  offered  itfelf,  of 
bearing  my  teftimony  againft  thefe  very  principles  ; 
and  of  exprefiing  my  abhorence  of  them,  both  in 
private  and  in  public.  Tho*  I  cannot  fuppofe,  that 
your  Lordmip  ever  condefcended  to  look  into  what 
I  have  publifhed  ;  except  that  once  you  dipped  up 
and  down  in  my  Lectures  for  oflFenfive  paiTages, 
which  you  could  neither  find  nor  make  :  yet  me- 
thinks  you  might  have  recollected,  what  I  had  writ- 
ten to  yourfelf  in  private.  Why  then  am  I  brand- 
ed, as  an  intolerant  Zealot  ?  And  You,  my  Lord, 
is  it  You  of  all  men  living,  that  (land  forth  to 
accufe  another  of  Intolerance  of  Opinions  ! 

But  the  Abufe  is  not  merely  Perfonal :  it  goes 
further ;  it  extends  even  to  the  Place  of  my  Edu- 
cation. "  But  the  learned  ProfeJJbr,  who  has  been 
"  hardily  brought  up  in  the  keen  Atmofphere  of 
"  WHOLESOME  SEVERITIES,  and  early  taught  to 

"  diftinguifri  between  de  faflo  and  de  jure " 

Pray,  my  Lord,  what  is  it  to  the  purpofe,  where 
I  have  been  brought  up  ?  You  charge  me  with 
Principles  of  Intolerance,  adding  a  gentle  infmua- 
tion  alfo  of  DifaffecYion  to  the  Prefent  Royal  Family 
and  Government :  you  infer  thefe  Principles,  it 
feems,  from  the  Place  of  my  Education.  Is  this 


a  neceflary  confequence  ?    Is  it  even  a  fair  conclu- 
fion  ?  May  not  one  have  had  the  good  fenfe,  or  the 
good  fortune,  to  have  avoided,  or  to  have  gotten 
the  better  of,  the  ordinary  prejudices  of  Education  ? 
Why  then  fhould  you  think,  that  I  muft  ftill  necef- 
farily  labour  under  the  bad  influence  of  an  Atmo- 
fphere,  which  I  happened  to  breathe  in  my  youth  ? 
If  I  am  not  actually  chargeable  with   fuch  Prin- 
ciples now  j    furely  it  is   rather  matter  of   com- 
mendation to  have  efcaped,  or  to  have  fhaken  off 
a  vice,  to  which  you  think  I  was  unhappily  expofed. 
To  have  made  a  proper  ufe  of  the  advantages  of  a 
good  education,  is  a  juft  praife  ;  but  to  have  over- 
come the  difadvantages  of  a  bad  one,  is  a  much 
greater.      I/ifhort,   my  Lord,  I  cannot  but  think, 
that  this  inquifition  concerning  my  Education  is 
quite  befide  the  purpofe.     Had  I  not  your  Lord- 
fhip's  example  to  juftify  me,  I  fhould  think  it  a 
piece  of  extreme  impertinence  to  inquire,    where 
You  were  bred ;  though  one  might  juftly  plead, 
in  excufe  for  it,  a  natural  curiofity  to  know  where 
and  bow  fuch  a  Phenomenon  was  produced.     It  is 
commonly  faid,  that  your  Eordmip's  Education  was 
of  that  particular  kind,  concerning  which  it  is  a 
remark  of  that  great  judge  of  men  and  manners, 
Lord  CLARENDON,  (  on  whom  You  have  therefore 
with  a  wonderful  happinefs  of  allufion,  juftnefs  of 
application,  and  elegance  of  expreflion,  conferred 
"  the  unrivaled  title n  of  the  Chancellor  of  Human 

n  A  Critical  and  Philofophical    Enquiry  into  the  Caufes   of 
Prodigies  and  Miracles,  as  related  by  Hiilorians ;  p.  61. 
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"  Nature, "  )  that  it  peculiarly  difpofes  men  to  be 
Proud,  Infolent,  and  Pragmatical  ° .  Now,  my 
Lord,  as  You  have  in  your  whole  behaviour,  and 
in  all  your  writings,  remarkably  diftinguifhed  your- 
felf  by  your  humility,  lenity,  meeknefs,  forbear- 
ance, candour,  humanity,  civility,  decency,  good 
manners,  good  temper,  moderation  with  regard  to 
the  opinions  of  others,  and  a  modeft  diffidence  of 
your  own  ;  this  unpromifing  circumftance  of  your 
Education  is  fo  far  from  being  a  difgrace  to  You, 
that  it  highly  redounds  to  your  praife. 

But,  I  am  wholly  precluded  from  all  claim  to 
fuch  merit :  on  the  contrary,  it  is  well  for  me,  if 
I  can  acquit  myfelf  of  a  charge  that  lies  hard  upon 
me  ;  the  burthen  of  being  refponfible  for  the  great 
advantages,  which  I  enjoyed.  For,  my  Lord,  I 
was  educated  in  THE  UNIVERSITY  OF  OXFORD. 
I  enjoyed  all  the  advantages  both  public  and  pri- 
vate, which  that  famous  Seat  of  Learning  fo  large- 
ly affords.  I  fpent  many  happy  years  in  that  Illuf- 
trious  Society,  in  a  well-regulated  courfe  of  ufeful 
difcipline  and  ftudies,  and  in  the  agreeable  and  im- 
proving commerce  of  Gentlemen  and  of  Scholars : 

0  "  Colonel  Harrifon  was  the  fon  of  a  butcher  near  Nant- 

"  wich  in  Chefhire,  and  had  been  bred  up  in  the  place  of  a 

Clerk  under  a  Lawyer  of  good  account  in  thofe  parts  j  which 

kind  of  Education    introduces  men  into   the    language  and 

practice  of  bufinefs  ;  and,  if  it  be  not  refilled  by  the  great 

ingenuity  of  the  perfon,  inclines  young  men  to  more  Pride, 

than  any  other  kind  of  breeding  ;  and  difpofes  them  to  be 

Pragmatical  and  Infolent."     Clarendon's  Hiftory;  Vol.  iii, 

p.  24.6:   8vo. 

in 
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in  a  Society,  where  emulation  without  envy,  am- 
bition without  jealoufy,  contention  without  ammo- 
fity,  incited  induftry,  and  awakened  genius  j  where 
a  liberal  purfuit  of  knowledge,  and  a  generous  free- 
dom of  thought,  was  raifed,  encouraged,  and  pufh- 
ed  forward,  by  example,  by  commendation,  and 
by  authority.  I  breathed  the  fame  Atmofphere, 
that  the  HOOKERS,  the  CHILLINGWORTHS,  and 
the  LOCKES,  had  breathed  before  :  whofe  benevo- 
lence and  humanity  were  as  extenfive  as  their  vaft 
genius  and  their  comprehenfive  knowledge ;  who 
always  treated  their  adverfaries  with  civility  and  re- 
fpect  j  who  made  candour,  moderation,  and  liberal 
judgment,  as  much  the  rule  and  law,  as  the  fubject 
of  their  difcourfe  •,  who  did  not  amufe  their  Readers 
with  empty  declamations  and  fine-fpun  theories  of 
Toleration,  while  they  were  themfelves  agitated 
with  a  furious  Inquifitorial  ipirit,  feizing  every  one 
they  could  lay  hold  on,  for  prefuming  to  difTent 
from  them  in  matters  the  moft  indifferent,  and  drag- 
ging them  through  the  fiery  Ordeal  of  abufive  Con- 
troverfy.  And  do  you  reproach  me  with  my  edu- 
cation in  This  Place,  and  with  my  relation  to  This 
moft  refpectable  Body  ;  which  I  mail  always  efleem 
my  greateft  advantage,  and  my  higheft  honour  ? 

This,  my  Lord,  could  not  be  your  defign.  The 
ftroke  was  not  principally  aimed  at  me ;  your  de- 
fign was,  by  a  far-fetched  conceit,  to  ftrike  through 
me  at  The  Univerfity  of  OXFORD  ;  and  to  re- 
flect on  that  eminent  Seat  of  Learning,  as  a  Nur- 
fery  of  bigotry,  intolerance,  perfecution,  and  dif- 

I  loyalty. 
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loyalty.  I  fhall  not  trouble  myfelf  to  inquire  into 
the  grounds  and  reafons,  which  you  may  pretend 
for  this  "  iniquitous  and  fcurrilous  Reflection  on 
*<  fo  illuftrious  a  Body  :  "  the  real  motives  of  your 
Panegyric  and  Satire  are  not  to  be  fought  in  the 
merits  or  demerits  of  the  particular  fubjects  of 
them  •,  but  in  times,  circumftances,  and  private 
hiftory  j  by  which,  it  is  well  known,  they  are  con- 
ftantly  regulated,  and  with  which  they  always  vary. 

You  fet  out  with  favourable  thoughts  and  high 
notions  of  the  Univerfity  of  Oxford :  and  in  one  of 
your  firft  literary  performances,  at  a  time  when 
your  panegyric  was  not  certainly  better  applied  than 
it  might  have  been  now,  you  no  fooner  touched 
upon  the  fubject,  than  you  took  fire  at  the  bright 
idea :  rapt  in  the  fpirit  of  prophetic  enthufiafm, 
your  Mufa  Pedeftris  immediately  got  on  horfeback, 
and  mounted  on  her  Pegafus  away  me  went  in  this 
high  prancing  ftyle,  "  majorque  videri 
"  Nee  mortale  fonans  : " 

"  Methinks  I  fee  her,  like  the  mighty  Eagle, 
"  renewing  her  immortal  Touth^  and  purging 
"  her  opening  Sight  at  th'  unobftructed  Beams 
'  "  of  our  benign  Meridian  SUN  ;  which  fome 
"  pretend  to  fay  had  been  dazled  and  abufed 
"  by  an  inglorious  peftilential  METEOR  •, 
"  while  th'  ill-  affected  Birds  of  Night  would  with 

[  their  envious  Hootings, 
- "  prognofticate  a  Length  of  Darknefs  and  Decay p." 

P  Prodigies  and  Miracles  ;  p.  136,, 

«  And 
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"  And  what  a  deal  of  candid  curtefy, 
"  ( 'Twas  ere  his  infant  fortune  came  to  age, ) 

"  Did  then  this  " 

Did  You,  my  Lord,  I  would  fay, — "  proffer  us" 
in  your  Preface  to  the  Second  Volume  of  Divine 
Legation?    Then  it  was:    "   Here  SCIENCE   and 
"  TRUE   RELIGION  firft  ftarted  from  their  long 

"  (lumber  of  fix  barbarous  ages. And  ani- 

"  mated  with  their  former  fuccefles  over  IGNO- 
"  RANGE  and  SUPERSTITION,  they  now  turn  their 
"  arms  with  unimpared  vigour  againft  VICE  and 
"  PROFANENESS."  Then,  "  we  juftly  regarded 
"  them,  as  the  laft  fupports  of  a  corrupt  declining 
"  Age."  And  more  ftill,  in  the  fame  fugared 
ftyle  :  "  The  only  fymptom  not  mortal  in  our 
"  ficknefs  is,  that  we  have  not  yet  abufed  our  Phy- 
"  fician.  Amidfl  that  unbridled  licence,  which 
"  now  infults  every  thing  in  Government  and  Reli- 
"  gion,  it  is  fome  Confolation  to  every  good  man 
"  to  fee  the  Two  Univerfities  fecure  from  Oa/- 
rage"  Alas !  my  Lord,  the  times  are  now  fadly 
changed,  when  thefe  fymptoms  of  a  mortal  dif- 
eafe  break  out  in  the  vital  parts  ;  and  this  very 
Abufe  and  Outrage,  violating  "  the  facred  Reve- 
<l  rence  of  the  Areopagus,  which  the  moil  ungo- 
*'  verned  Tongue  never  dared  to  violate  "  before, 
comes  from  a  quarter,  whence  it  might  leaft  have 
been  feared  ;  from  One  of  that  Order,  which  thefe 
Seminaries  of  Learning  and  Religion  have  always 
looked  upon  as  their  chief  glory,  and  their  fureft 
protection.  I  2  In 
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In  the  Second  Edition  of  this  Preface,  the  claufe 
laft  cited  came  forth  attended  with  a  curious  Note. 
'  The  Author  of  the  Weekly  Mifcellawy  had  even 
'  then  begun  this  very  Outrage  j '  and  had  reflected 
upon  the  Univerfity  of  Oxford,  "  for  letting  the 
"  Methodifts  alone,   and  permitting  them  to  take 
*'  Degrees  ;    which  was  giving  them  encourage - 
"  ment."    What  now  could  one  fuppofe  fo  proper, 
or  what  fo  obvious,  for  our  profeft  Panegyrift  of 
the  Univerfity  of  Oxford,  and  ftrenuous  Advocate 
for  Toleration,   to  do  in  this  cafe,  as  to  turn  this 
abfurd  reproach  upon  the  Univerfity  to  her  praife  ? 
No  fuch  thing.     He  is  really  fcandalized  at  it,  and 
treats  it  as  an  "iniquitous  and  fcurrilous  Reflec- 
"  tion  on  fo  illuftrious  a  Body:'*    he  fets  himfelf 
to  work  in  good  earneft,  and  endeavours  with  all 
his  might  to  wipe  off  the  odious  and  unjuft  afper- 
fion,    and   to   defend  them    againft  this   grievous 
charge  of  Moderation  and  Tolerance.    "  The  Ma- 
"  giftrates  of  the  Place  did  ufe  all  lawful  means  to 
<l  fupprefs  them."     The  Laws  had  unhappily  tied 
up  their  hands,   fo  that  they  could  not  have  em- 
ployed fire  and  fagot,   if  they  had  been  ever  fo 
well  inclined  ;    and  how  much  foever  the  Zealots 
might  have  wifhed  it  :    all  the  defence  therefore 
their  Apologift  could  make  was,  '  that  the  worthy 
*  Vice-Chancellor  went  and  reprimanded  Mr  Whit- 
6  field  before  a  large  Congregation,  which  he  had 
c  gathered  together  about  him,   and  obliged  him 
5  that  very  day  to  leave  the  Town,  where  he  has 

'  not 


'  not  been  heard  of  fmce.'  A  poor  Apology  at 
beft !  Only  Bani/bment,  inflifted  by  the  private  au- 
thority of  the  worthy  Vice-Chancellor  •,  and  the 
llluftrious  Body  had  no  concern  in  it  at  all,  nor  any 
claim  of  merit  from  this  laudable  exertion  of 

WHOLESOME  SEVERITY. 

But  here,  alas !  at  this  period,  end  all  the  glo- 
ries of  the  Two  Univerfities.  Something  was  at 
this  time  depending  at  Oxford q ;  certain  favours 
were  folicited  ;  Academical  Honours,  out  of  the 
.ordinary  courfe,  were  expefted.  And  how  thefe 
expectations  fucceeded,  may  be  feen  in  a  fubfequent 
edition  of  the  Preface  ;  where  all  thefe  lofty  {trains 
of  Panegyric  are  erafed  and  cancelled  for  ever. 

Ex  illo  fluere,  ac  retro  fublapfa  referri, 

Res  Danaum  ! 

Academical  Degrees,  fo  lately  the  object  of  Ambi- 
tion, foon  degenerated  into  Profefibrfhips  "  of  the 
"  Occult  Sciences T ; "  "  the  Scene  of  Letters s  was 
"  clofed,  and  every  Science  was  retiring  from  its 
"  ProfcJJbrs  to  Diftionary-makers  and  Bookfellers  •," 
and  the  Univerfity  of  Oxford,  whofe  Moderation 
and  Forbearance  of  late  was  fuch,  as  to  put  a  zea- 
lous Apologift  to  great  difficulties  in  clearing  her 
of  the  fcandalous  imputation,  is  now  arrived  at  the 

i  See  Pope's  Letters  to  Warburton ;  Letters  cviii,  cix,  and 
cxiv. 

1  Warburton's  Preface  to  Shakefpear ;  p.  xxvi. 

s  Warburton's  Remarks  on  Occafional  Reflections  ;  Part  II. 
p.  155.  Sec  alfo  Note  to  Dunciad;  Book  iv.  ver.  241. 

contrary 


contrary  extreme,  and  is  become  to  the  fame  per- 
fon  a  proper  fubject  of  invective,  as  the  Nurfing 
Mother  of  Bigotry  and  Perfecution ! 

But,  my  Lord,  though  the  Univerfity  of  Ox- 
ford, incapable  of  eftimating  Merit  of  fuch  un- 
common fize,  may  have  treated  you  with  an  ill- 
judged  difregard,  and  unjuftly  witheld  thofe  honours 
which  You  thought  your  due  ;  yet  why  mould  your 
Lordfhip  take  fuch  a  difappointment  fo  much  to 
heart,  and  hoard  it  up  fo  long  in  your  refentment  ? 
Surely  You  have  philofophy  enough,  to  confole 
yourfelf  upon  this,  and  much  greater  occafions. 
What  if  one,  as  mean  as  I  am,  mould  have  born 
away  honours,  which  You  folicited  in  vain  ?  What 
if  Another,  worthy  indeed  in  all  refpects,  unlefs 
compared  with  You,  ( and  who  can  abide  fuch  a 
comparifon  ? )  mould  have  been  lately  honoured 
with  a  Promotion,  which  You  ought  to  have  adorn- 
ed ?  Your  wifdom,  Your  experience,  Your  know- 
ledge of  the  world  and  of  yourfetf,  mould  eafily 
reconcile  all  this,  and  much  more  than  this,  to 
Your  perfect  acquiefcence.  Confcious  as  You  are 
of  Your  own  fuperlative  worth,  You  mould  rather 
confider  thefe  events  on  the  favourable  fide ;  as  a 
prefumptive  proof  of  Your  great  eminence  ;  as  a 
kind  of  public  atteftation  of  thofe  tranfcendent  ta- 
lents, which  ufually  deprefs  their  envied  pofiefibr  : 
You,  who  fo  well  know,  that  "  we  often  fee  thofe 
"  Honours  conferred  upon  MEDIOCRITY,  which 
"  are  due  to  SUPERIOR  MERIT;"  and  that  "  it 

"  is 
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*'  is  a  Fact  confirmed  by  the  univerfal  experience 
"  of  all  ages  and  nations,  that  the  MOST  WORTH- 
*'  LESS  generally  gets  the  PRIZE." 

Having  gone  through  the  Sophiftry,  the  Buf- 
foonery, and  the  Scurrility,  of  the  Appendix ;  I 
come  now,  laftly,  to  the  Critical  part  of  it,  which 
we  (hall  find  to  be  of  a  character  fomewhat  different. 

In  the  firft  place,  I  (hall  juft  make  a  fmall  re- 
mark or  two  upon  your  Lordmip's  Tranflation  of 
my  words.  The  peculiar  character  of  the  Poem  of 
Job  is  "  a  certain  primitive  and  noble  fimpticity" 
I  beg  your  pardon,  my  Lord :  I  faid  not  a  word  of 
a  noble  fimplicity  -3  nor  was  it  at  all  to  my  purpofe. 
I  faid,  its  peculiar  character  was  ^%^^^y  an  air 
or  caft  of  Antiquity  ;  which  a  Poem  may  have, 
without  being  either  noble  or  fimple :  as,  for  in- 
ftance,  one  of  old  Chaucer's  merry  Tales  ;  and  the 
Poem  of  Job  had  the  fame  noble  fimplicity^  which 
it  has  now,  the  very  firft  day  after  it  was  written, 
when  it  had  no  air  of  Antiquity  at  all.  "  Non 
1  multo  fanius  judicare,"  "  to  judge  almoft  as 
"  infanely."  Surely,  my  Lord,  a  very  infane  tranf- 
lation.  I  appeal  to  any  indifferent  judge,  whether 
it  gives  the  obvious  and  ufual  meaning  '  of  the 

phrale, 

'  Euflemon  dixit .  fanius  quam  Glycon."     Seneca, 

Controv.  xxxiv.     ««  Afiatici  oratores  non   contemnendi  • ' 

Rhodii  faniores."  Cicero,  de  Clar.  Orat.  13.  In  each  of 
thefe  inftances,  both  are  commended ;  the  one  as  more  judici- 
ous than  the  other. 
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phrafe,  when  employed  in  a  fubject  of  Criticifm : 
and  I  folemnly  proteft,  that  the  idea,  which  your 
tranflation  gives,  never  entered  into  my  thoughts. 
You  pretend,  that  by  virtue  of  this  phrafe  I  have 
reprefented  you  as  mad-brained.  My  Lord,  you 
may  take  the  epithet  to  yourfelf,  if  you  pleafe ;  it 
is  of  your  own  application  :  I  have  nothing  to  do 
with  it,  and  fhall  not  difpute  the  propriety  of  it  with 
you.  But  it  is  my  misfortune,  that  I  cannot  make 
myfelf  underftood  in  Latin  by  your  Lordfhip,  and 
fome  of  your  Friends.  The  Candid  Examiner 
would  needs  have  it,  that  the  proper  Englifh  ofdnt- 
morum  Immortalium  defcriptio  was,  a  definition  of 
future  rewards  and  punifhments,  or  an  account  of  the 
ftate  and  condition  of  good  and  bad  men  after  death  u  : 
though  the  phrafe  was  at  large  explained  in  the  very 
place  w  by  the  words  "  notio  &  intelligentia,  unde, 

"  ubi  &  quales  client,  explicarent ; quis  eo- 

"  rum  locus,  forma,  conditio."  And  your  Lord- 
fhipkfurprifingly  fell  in  with  your  Friend's  interpre- 
tation. But  your  Candid  Friend,  who  has  a  great 
talent  at  deducing  confequences,  and  in  this  refpecl: 
is  indeed  ( as  you  always  ftyle  him )  an  Excellent 
Writer,  upon  this  poftulatum  went  on  for  feven 
pages  imputing  to  me  opinions,  fuppofitions,  invi- 
dious expreffions,  and  profligate  infinuations ;  not 
one  of  which  ever  entered  into  my  conception. 

u  See  Free  and  Candid  Examination,  &c.   p.  279. 
w  De  Sacra  Poefi  Hcbrjeorum,  Prjel.  vii. 

Your 
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Your  Lordfhip  begins  your  Critical  remarks  with 
obferving,  c  that  I  am  a  little  unlucky  in  my  com- 
*  parifon  j '  that  is,  in  comparing  the  judgment  of 
thofe  who  place  the  Poem  of  Job  below  the  Baby- 
lonian Captivity,  with  that  of  Father  Harduin, 
who  afcribed  the  golden  Poems  of  Virgil,  Horace, 
and  the  reft,  to  the  iron  ages  of  the  Monks.  Now 
really  I  thought,  I  had  been  particularly  lucky  in 
this  comparifon  ;  when,  a  year  or  two  after  I  had 
written  this  Note,  and  before  this  Note  was  pub- 
limed,  I  found  that  a  very  Learned  and  Ingenious 
foreign  Profeflbr  had  hit  upon  the  very  fame  Com- 
parifon, in  very  nearly  the  lame  cafe x ;  and  that  the 
Comparifon  had  ftruck  him  fo  forcibly,  that  he 
could  not  forbear  ufing  it  a  fecond  time.  A  Paral- 
lel not  common,  nor,  I  believe,  ever  before  applied 
to  this  fubje<5t,,  occurring  at  once  to  two  different 
Perfons,  between  whom  there  was  then  no  commu- 
nication whatever,  mould  feem  from  this  very  cir- 
cumftance  to  have  a  jufl  foundation. 

*  "  Nihil  Ezra  inornatius ;  ut  mirer,  quo  erroris  portento 
"  Mofaica  illi  fcripta  tribui  potucrint  :  quamquam  non  eft, 
"  quod  mirer,  cum  facinus  fimillimum  aufus  fit  Harduinus." 
Michaelis  Praefat.  in  Not.  in  Praeleft.  DC  Sacra  Poeli  Hebra:- 
orum  ;  p.  ix. 

"  Ezras  certe,  cujus  Hebraifmo  nihil  eft  humilius  &  ingratius, 
*'  Pfalmos  nobiliffimos  tribuere,  peccato  vicinum  eft  Haiduini, 
"  odas  Horatianas  infimse  lingusc  Latinse  aetati  tribuenti."  Mi- 
chaelis Notse  ;  p.  1 06. 

"  Hocne  poema  [  Jobi  ]  aurcam  ubique  linguz  Hebraicz,  St 
"  Mofaicam  setatem  fpirans,  ad  ferrea  ilia  tempera  detruds- 
"  mus ;  quae,  extindo  uno  bono  poeta,  Jeremia,  nihil  perfefti, 
"  ac  ne  quidem  mediocriter  pulcri,  fudcrunt  ?  "  Ibid.  p.  188. 
Edit.  Oxon. 

K  But 
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But,  as  to  the  Juftnefs  of  the  Comparifon ;  we 
fhall  fee  by  and  by,  whether  it  does  not  appear 
from  a  true  flate  of  the  things  themfelves  fo  com- 
pared. "  The  age  of  Job,  fay  you,  as  fixed  by 
"  him,  ( the  Profeflbr, )  and  the  age  of  the  Writer 
"  of  his  hiftory,  as  fixed  by  me,  run  exa&ly  pa- 
"  rallel,  not  with  the  times  of  Virgil  and  Frederic 
"  BarbarofTa,  as  he  would  infinuate,  but  with  thofe 
"  of  Ennius  and  Virgil."  I  am  afraid,  it  will  at 
laft  appear  •,  that,  after  all  the  Adventures  of  the 
Divine  Legation  of  Mofes,  "  Judea  itfelf  is  a  terra 
"  incognita  to  this  great  Adventurer."  Ezra  the 
Virgil  of  the  Hebrew  Claffics  !  and  Ezra  to  Job, 
in  grace,  elegance,  and  purity  of  language,  as  Vir- 
gil to  Ennius  !  I  will  venture  to  affirm,  that  the 
Critic,  who  gives  forth  this  as  his  decifive  judg- 
ment, never  read  either  Job  or  Ezra :  I  mean,  in 
the  original,  and  with  a  competent  knowledge  of 
the  language.  I  was  very  well  convinced  before, 
that  the  only  Interpreter,  who  has  made  the  Book 
of  Job  intelligible  y ,  had  never  read  Job  in  Heb- 
rew ;  and  I  now  fufpedl,  that  the  Demonftrator  of 
the  Divine  Legation  of  Moles  never  read  the  Heb- 
rew Pentateuch. "  Job,  the  hero  of  the 

"  Poem,  lived  in  an  age  when  civil  Society  was  but 
"  beginning  to  Ihew  itfelf,  and  what  is  more,  in  a 
"  country  where  it  never  yet  was  formed."  I  fup- 
pofe  the  age  of  Job  to  have  been  earlier  than  that 
of  Mofes  ;  and  the  country  of  Job  to  have  been 

7  See  Div.  Leg.   Vol.  v,  p.  125. 
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the  land  of  Edom,  part  of  Arabia  Petnea.  I  have 
given  my  reafons  *  for  making  Job  an  Idumean ; 
and  I  now  obferve,  that  the  great  Sir  Ifaac  New- 
ton *  was  of  the  fame  opinion.  The  Country  of 
Job  was  upon  the  borders  of  Egypt  ;  and  the  Age 
of  Job  was  when  the  Empire  of  Egypt  was  arrived 
at  a  high  degree  of  improvement  in  all  the  arts  of 
civil  Society.  The  Country  of  Job  muft  have 
had  a  confiderable  communication  with  Egypt,  by 
means  of  the  great  commerce,  which  was  carried 
on  between  all  the  Eaftern  countries  and  Egypt b, 
great  part  of  which  muft  pafs  through  Edom  ; 
and  it  was  a  Country  of  celebrated  reputation  for 
wifdom  ° ,  for  "  authors  of  fables,  and  fearchers 
"  out  of  underftanding ;  "  a  reputation  probably 

derived  from  antient  times. "  But  Ezra 

"  was  an  eminent  Citizen  in  the  moft  perfect  civil 
"  government  in  the  world."  In  a  civil  govern- 
ment, your  Lordmip  ought  to  have  faid,  which 
had  lain  a  long  time  in  a  flate  of  diflblution,  and 
was  but  juft  now  rifing  out  of  its  ruins  :  circum- 
ilances,  which  allow  no  encouragement  or  oppor- 
tunity for  the  cultivation  of  Letters. "  Which 

"  he  was  fent  home  to  reftore,  laden  with  the  lite- 
"  rary  treafures  of  the  Eaft."  Ezra  was  indeed 
fent  home  laden  with  treafures  ;  with d  fix  hundred 
and  fifty  talents  of  filver,  and  an  hundred  talents 

*  De  Sacra  Poefi  Hebracorum  ;  Prrel.  xxxii.  Not.  i. 

a  Chronology  ;  p.  213.  b  Gen.  xxxvii  ;  25,  28. 

c  Jer.  xlix,  7  :  Obad.  8  :  Baruch  iii,  23. 

d  Ezraviiij  26,  27:  and  vii,  22. 
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of  gold  ;  and  with  bafons,  and  other  veflels  of 
gold,  and  filver,  and  fine  copper  -,  and  with  good 
ftore  of  wheat,  and  wine,  and  oil,  and  fait :  but 
as  for  the  Literary  treafures  of  the  Eaft,  with  which 
he  was  fent  home  laden,  I  have  never  read  of  them 
in  Hiftory,  nor  can  I  find  any  traces  of  them  in  his 

Writings. "  From  this  fecond  tranfplantation 

"  of  the  Republic,  Science  got  footing  in  Judea  :  " 
in  a  low  degree,  if  we  may  judge  by  the  few  mo- 
numents that  remain  of  it ;  nor  did  it  ever  make 
any  near  approach  to  the  flate  in  which  it  had  been 

for  many  ages  before  the  Captivity. "  And, 

"  from  a  ftrict  adherence  to  the  LAW,  a  ftudious 
"  cultivation  of  the  LANGUAGE,  in  which  that 
"  Law  was  written,  naturally  followed."  If  the 
Hebrew  Language  was  brought  home  fafe  and 
found,  and  in  vulgar  ufe,  as  your  Lordfhip  fup- 
pofes,  from  the  Seventy  years  Captivity  at  Babylon, 
which  is  very  improbable  ;  how  came  it,  in  the 
midft  of  this  ftudious  cultivation  of  it,  to  flip 
through  their  fingers,  and  be  loft  as  a  living  Lan- 
guage, as  it  certainly  was  within  a  few  generations 

afterwards  ? "  As  it  did  amongft  the  Sara- 

"  zens,  who  cultivated  the  Arabic,  on  the  fame 
"  principle.  And  to  underftand  how  great  this 
'*  was  in  both,  we  need  only  confider,  that  each 
**  had  the  fame  averfion  to  a  translation  of  their 
<c  Law  into  a  foreign  language."  Befides  that  the 
confequence  is  not  very  clear,  part  of  the  premifes 
is  certainly  falfe  :  for  that  the  Jews,  before  Chrifti- 
anity  began  to  prevail,  had  no  averfion  to  a  tranf- 
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lation  of  their  Law  into  a  foreign  Language,  is 
plain,  from  the  Greek  Tranflation  of  the  Seventy, 
and  from  the  Chaldee  Paraphrafes ;  all  made  by 
the  Jews  themfelves,  and  publicly  ufed  by  them  in 
their  Synagogues  :  in  memory  of  the  firft  of  which 
the  Alexandrine  Jews  long  kept  an  annual  feaft,  in 
the  Ifle  of  Pharos e ;  till,  the  Chriftians  making 
ufe  of  that  Tranflation  againft  them,  they  began  to 
deteft  it,  and,  as  fome  fay,  changed  their  feaft  into 
a  faft.  What  the  Saracens  did  with  the  Arabic,  I 
know  not  •,  and  here  your  Lordmip  getting  out  of 
my  depth,  I  muft  leave  you  to  difcufs  this  point  of 
Oriental  Learning  by  yourfelf ;  for 'I  do  not  choofe 
to  talk  learnedly  about  what  I  do  not  underfland. 

"  Yet  for  all  this,  the  Profeflbr  calls  Ezra  a 

"  SEMI-BARBARIAN."  My  Lord,  you  miftake 
me  :  you  will  perpetually  appropriate  to  yourfelf  in 
particular,  what  I  fay  in  general ;  as  if  You  always 
intirely  pofiefled  my  thoughts,  and  no  one  elfe  was 
worth  regarding.  I  did  not  confine  myfelf  to  Your 
hypothefis  :  I  was  fpeaking  of  thofe  Authors  in 
general,  who  place  the  Book  of  Job  below  the  Ba- 
bylonifh  Captivity.  I  call  the  Age  Semi-barbarous, 
jf  you  pleafe  :  I  do  not  call  Ezra  a  Semi-barbarous 
Poet ;  for  I  main-tain,  that  Ezra  was  no  Poet  at  all. 
Others  have  placed  the  Book  of  Job  below  the 
Captivity,  as  well  as  You  ;  Le  Clerc,  for  inftance : 
but  Le  Clerc  underftood  what  he  was  about  too 
well  to  make  Ezra  the  Author  of  the  Poem  ;  for 

e  Philo,  De  Vita  Mofis  ;  Lib.  ii.     See  Simon,  Hiftoire  Cri- 
tique du  V.  T.  Liv.  i,  chaj>.  17. 
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he  muft  have  known,  that  Ezra  was  as  improper 
a  perfon  as  could  well  be  chofen  for  that  purpofe. 

But  granting,  that  in  calling  the  Age  Semi-bar- 
barous, I  virtually  call  Ezra  fo,  who  belonged  to 
it.  Well  then  ;  "the  Profefibr  calls  Ezra  a  SE- 
"  MI-BARBARIAN,  THO*  we  agree,  that  he  wrote 
**  by  the  Infpiration  of  the  Mod  High."  So,  it 
feems,  the  character  of  Semi-barbarian  is  incompa- 
tible with  that  of  an  Infpired  Writer  ;  and  the  in- 
vidious conclufion  is,  that  by  calling  Ezra  a  Semi- 
barbarian,  I  caft  a  reflection  upon  him,  that  tends 
to  invalidate  the  opinion  of  his  Infpiration.  Mani- 
fcftly  fo  :  the  oppofition  is  ftrongly  marked ;  Ezra 
a  Semi-barbarian^  THO*  Infpired !  Now,  my  Lord, 
pray  recollect  your  own  pofition  concerning  this 
matter  in  the  Doftrtne  of  Grace :  by  which  it  mould 
rather  feem,  that  I  had  been  faulty  quite  on  the 
other  fide,  and  that  by  calling  Ezra  only  half  a 
Barbarian,  I  had  robbed  him  of  half  his  pretenfions 
to  the  Infpiration  of  the  Mod  High.  Here  fol- 
lows your  pofition  :  you  introduce  it  as  a  bold  one, 
and  it  fully  comes  up  to  the  character  you  give  of 
it.  "  I  will  be  bold  to  affirm  f,  that  were  the 
"  STYLE  of  the  New  Teftament  exactly  fuch  as 
"  his  ( Dr  Middleton's)  very  exaggerated  account 

(  Doffrine  of  Graff,  p.  55.  See  this  bold  Paradox,  and  the 
principles  on  which  it  is  raifed,  effe&ually  confuted  by  the 
Learned  and  Ingenious  Dr  Thomas  Leland,  of  Trinity  College, 
Dublin,  in  a  DiJ/ertation  on  the  Principles  of  Eloquence j  and 
the  Confutation  unanfwerably  fupported  againft  an  Anonymous 
Critic,  in  his  Examination  of  the  Criticifm  on  the  DiJ/ertation. 
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"  of  it  would  perfuade  us  to  believe,  namely,  that 
"  it  is  utterly  rude  and  barbarous,  and  abounding  with 
"  every  fault  that  can  po/ibly  deform  a  language,  this 
"  is  fo  far  from  proving  fuch  language  not  divine- 
"  ly  infpired,  that  it  is  one  certain  mark  of  this 
"  original."  And  can  You  now,  confiftently  with 
this  bold  affirmation,  upbraid  me  with  the  crime 
of  calling  an  Infpired  Writer  a  Semi-barbarian  ? 
Commend  me  to  the  candid  and  judicious  Polemic ; 
who,  refolved  at  all  adventures  to  object,  and  beino- 
at  a  lofs  for  other  objections,  cafts  his  own  Prin- 
ciples, as  a  fevere  reproach,  in  the  teeth  of  his  ad- 
verfary. 

I  proceed  to  your  Lordfhip's  obfervations  upon 
the  internal  argument  from  TASTE  ;  only  premi- 
fmg,  that  I  would  beg  your  Readers  to  note,  that 
the  delicate  image  of  "  diftinguifliing  Partridge 
'  from  Horfe-flem,"  is  intirely  your  own  ;  though 
you  do  me  the  honour  of  it  by  marking  it  as  mine: 
and  that  I  have  confulted  the  place  of  Divine  Le- 
gation here  referred  to  ;  where  you  make  the  excel- 
lencies  of  the  ftyle  of  Job  parallel  to  "  the  beauty 
"  and  weight  of  Ennius's  elegance 8 -,  "  which  on- 
ly mews,  that  you  are  very  little  acquainted  with 
the  Style  of  Job  :  and  afterwards  illuftrate  the  ex- 
cellencies of  Job's  language,  as  of  the  fame  kind 
with  thofe  of  "  the  languages  of  certain  Warrior- 
"  tribes  of  North  America  j  "  which  is  ignotum  per 
*  Vol.  v,  p.  44, 
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ignotius.  The  ftyle  of  Job,  as  I  conceive,  is  very 
improperly  made  parallel  to  that  of  Ennius.  Job 
is  rather  the  Homer  of  the  Hebrew  Claflks  -,  who, 
with  the  venerable  air  of  antiquity,  and  the  force 
and  fpirit  of  original  genius,  has,  at  the  fame  time, 
that  elegance  of  language  and  beauty  of  compofi- 
tion,  which  the  more  polimed  and  refined  ages  ne- 
ver furpafied. 

Having  propofed  to  confider  the  argument  from 
Tafte,  your  Lordmip  feems  to  me  to  fet  out  with 
fome  embarrafment ;  for  you  immediately  confound 
Tafte  with  Science,  which  furely  are  two  very  dif- 
tinct  things.  A  man  may  have  a  vaft  deal  of 
Knowledge,  or  what  is  commonly  called  Learning ; 
and  yet  have  no  good  Tafte  at  all.  And  here, 
more  opportunely  for  the  illuftration  of  what  I  am 
faying,  than  for  your  own  purpofe,  you  introduce 
"  the  incomparable  BENTLEY,  as  (landing  in  the 
"  foremoft  rank  of  modern  Critics :  "  of  Gram- 
matical and  Verbal  Critics,  I  agree  with  you.  He 
could  judge,  with  great  penetration,  of  the  age  of 
an  Author,  by  the  dialed!:,  the  phrafe,  and  the  mat- 
ter -,  by  Thericlean  cups,  and  Sicilian  talents  :  this 
was  his  proper  fphere  of  Science,  and  in  this  he 
excelled.  But  in  matters  of  pure  Tafte,  a  fine 
difcernment  of  the  different  characters  of  compo- 
fition,  colours  of  ftyle,  and  manners  of  thinking, 
of  the  interior  beauties  and  excellencies  of  writing ; 
in  regard  to  all  this,  what  was  he  ?  Unus  caprimul- 
gus  aut  foffor.  What  then  has  he  to  do  here  ? 

You 


You  propofed  to  confider  the  point  before  us,  as 
an  argument  from  Tafte  ;  not  as  a  queftion  mere- 
ly of  Verbal  and  Grammatical  Criticifm.  How- 
ever, as  You  lead  the  way,  I  fhall  endeavour  to 
follow  you. 

Your  Lordmip  denies  then,  that  there  is  any 
foundation  for  forming  even  a  tolerable  judgment, 
concerning  the  time  of  any  one  of  the  writers  of 
the  Old  Teftament  from  his  ftyle  and  manner  ;  and 
you  treat  all  fuch  judgment  as  affecled  and  pedantic. 
The  reafons  which  you  give  for  this  decifion  are, 
the  prefent  condition  of  the  Hebrew  language  be- 
ing "  the  narroweft  of  all  languages  j "  and  the 
nature  of  the  Hebrew  language  in  itfelf,  being 
"  the  mod  barren  of  all  languages  ; "  and  more- 
over, being  a  language  "  little  fubject  to  change, 
"  both  from  the  common  genius  of  the  Eaft, 
"  and  the  peculiar  circumftances  of  a  fequeftered 
"  people." 

This  lafl  reafon  will  be  eafily  removed  out  of 
the  way,  by  juft  obferving,  that  it  is  very  impro- 
perly urged  in  the  prefent  queftion ;  which  is  not 
concerning  a  difference  of  language  between  wri^ 
ters  of  diftant  periods,  in  the  rlourilhing  times  of 
the  Republic  -,  but  between  writers,  before  and 
after  the  Captivity  of  Babylon  :  a  revolution*  by 
which  this  fequeftered  people  were  removed  from 
their  own  to  a  foreign  country,  and  continued  for 
a  long  time  mixed  with  foreigners  ;  which  greatly 
corrupted  at  lead,  if  it  did  not  wholly  deftroy, 

L  their 


their  antient  language  :  fo  that  notwithftanding  the 
common  genius  of  the  Eaft,  little  fubjeft  to  change, 
here  is  foundation  enough  for  fuppofmg  a  very  dif- 
cernible  difference  of  language,  in  writers  fo  diffe- 
rently circumftanced  in  this  refpect. 

Of  the  Hebrew  Language  in  its  prefent  condi- 
tion "  the  only  remains,  you  fay,  are  contained  in 
"  ONE  SMALL  Volume."  So  your  Lordlhip  has 
at  once  reduced  the  whole  Hebrew  Bible  to  the  com- 
pafs  of  a  nut-lhell.  I  think,  you  might  have  faid 
more  properly  Twenty  Four  Volumes,  ( according 
to  the  antient  divifion  of  the  Jews )  if  they  muft 
be  SMALL  ones.  Now,  my  Lord,  give  me  leave 
to  fet  this  matter  in  another  light  j  or  rather,  left 
you  fhould  fay  I  mifreprefent  it,  you  fhall  do  it 
yourfelf.  "  The  Bible11  contains  a  very  circum- 
"  ftantial  account  of  this  People,  from  the  time 
"  of  Mofes  to  the  great  Captivity  ;  not  only  the 
"  hiftory  of  public  occurrences,  but  the  lives  of 
"  private  peribns  of  both  fexes,  and  of  all  ages, 
"  conditions,  characters  and  complexions ;  in  the 
"  adventures  of  virgins,  matrons,  kings,  foldiers, 
"  fcholars,  parents,  merchants,  hufbandmen.  They 
"  are  given  too  in  every  circumftance  of  life  ;  cap- 
"  tive,  victorious,  in  ficknefs  and  in  health ;  in 
"  fall  fecurity  and  amidft  impending  dangers  -, 
"  plunged  in  civil  bufmefs,  or  retired  and  fequeft- 
"  ered  in  the  fervice  of  Religion.  Together  with 
"  their  ftory,  we  have  their  compofitions  likewife  : 

h  Div.  L£g.  Vol.  v,  p.  395. 
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"  in  one  place  we  hear  their  triumphal  -,  in  another, 
"  their  penitential  ftrains.  Here  we  have  their  ex- 
"  ultations  for  blefiings  received  •,  there,  their  de- 
"  precations  of  evil  apprehended  :  here  they  urge 
"  their  moral  precepts  to  their  contemporaries ; 
"  and  there  again,  they  treafure  up  their  Prophe- 
"  cies  and  Predictions  for  the  ufe  of  pofterity  j 
"  and  on  each,  denounce  the  threatenings  and  pro- 
"  mifes  of  Heaven."  Now  all  thefe  Writings, 
containing  fo  many  various  matters,  treated  of  by 
various  authors,  in  verfe  and  in  profe,  of  different 
kinds,  and  in  different  manners  of  compofition  ; 
or  ( to  keep  ftill  to  your  own  terms)  "  this  LARGE  . 
"  and  Miscellaneous  Volume ! , "  one  would  think 
mould  have  preferved  fo  much  of  the  language,  as 
would  afford  proper  and  fufficient  materials  to  work 
upon :  fo  that,  with  the  addition  of  many  other 
helps,  one  njight  attain  to  a  competent  knowledge 
of  it,  and  be  able  to  form  a  tolerable  judgment  of 
the  different  Styles  of  the  feveral  Writers.  You 
quote  an  author,  who  fays  of  the  Hebrew  Lan- 
guage, as  contained  in  the  Old  Teftament,  "  non 
"  fuppeditat  omnes  dictiones  loquendi  neceffarias." 
No  more  does  the  Latin  Tongue,  as  contained  in 
the  Clafiics.  If  Solomon's  Botanical  writings  had 
been  preferved  •,  they  would  have  added  confider- 
ably  to  our  flock  of  Hebrew,  and  have  been  of 
great  fervice  in  clearing  up  many  particular  paffages, 
which  are  now  very  obfcure :  but  I  do  not  think, 

1  Divine  Legation  ;  Vol.  iv,  p.  349  :  note. 
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they  would  have  helped  us  much  in  acquiring  a 
clearer  idea  of  the  peculiar  ftyle  and  manner  of 
competition  of  the  feveral  Authors  of  the  Old  Tef- 
tament.  Again  :  if  Vitruvius,  and  the  Elder  Pliny, 
and  the  Authors  De  Re  Ruftica,  had  been  loft; 
our  ftock  of  Latin  would  have  been  much  leflened  -t 
and  fome  few  pafTages  in  fome  authors  remaining 
might  have  been  rendered  very  obfcure,  and  per- 
haps unintelligible :  and  yet  I  believe,  we  mould 
have  been  able  full  as  well  to  have  judged  of  the 
difference  between  Sallufl  and  Eutropius,  and  be- 
tween Horace  and  Aufonius,  as  to  their  peculiar  ftyle 
and  manner  of  compofition,  as  we  do  now. 

And  as  to  the  Nature  of  the  language  in  itfelf, 
which  you  fay  is  the  moft  barren  of  all  languages  : 
I  take  this  to  be  a  charge,  which  you  cannot  prove. 
What,  did  the  Hebrew  Writers  then  want  words 
and  phrafes,  to  exprefs  properly  and  fully  the  fub- 
jects  of  which  they  treated  ?  Far  from  it,  I  think, 
there  might  be  produced  from  them  examples  of 
Amplification,  fet  off  with  as  great  Copioufnefs  of 
exprefiion,  as  from  almoft  any  Authors  whatever. 
And,  in  feveral  inftances,  there  are  in  Hebrew  k  as 
many  fynonymous  terms  and  phrafes  to  exprefs  the 
fame  ideas,  as  perhaps  can  be  produced,  in  a  like 
number  of  inftances  taken  at  pleafure,  even  in  the 
Greek  language  itfelf, 

Your  Lordfhip  enters  further  into  this  fubjecl:  in 
another  place ;   which  I  mail  therefore  confider, 

k  See  Qarpzovii  Critica  Sacra;  Par.  I,  Cap.  v,  Seft.  4. 
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««  Amant  Hebrxi"  fays  Grotius,  as  you  quote  him  '  , 

"  verborwn  copiam  -,  itaque  rem  eandem  multis  verbis 

*'  exprimunt.     He  does  not  tell  us  the  reafon  :  " 

but  your  Lordfhip  is  fo  good  as  to  fupply  it.     "  It 

"  arifes  from  the  narrownefs  of  the  Hebrew  lan- 

"  guage»  which  is  the  fcantieft  of  all  the  learned 

"  languages  of  the  Eaft  :   for  when  the  fpeaker's 

"  phrafe  comes  not  up  to  his  ideas  (  as  in  a  fcanty 

"  language  it  often  will  not  )  he  naturally  endea- 

"  vours  to  explain  himfelf  by  a  repetition   of  the 

"  thought  in  other  words  ;    as  he  whofe  body  is 

"  ftraitened  in  room  is  never  relieved  but  by  a  con- 

"  tinual  change  of  pofture."    A  reafon  fo  very  re- 

fined, that  I  much  fufpeft  it  has  no  good  founda- 

tion.    "  The  Hebrews  are  fond  of  a  copioufnefs 

"  of  words  i  and  therefore  exprefs  the  fame  thing 

"  in   many  words  :  "   or,  as  you  very  rightly  ex- 

plain it,  "  by  a  repetition  of  the  fame  thought  in 

*'  other  words.  "     Now  I  think,  they  would  never 

have  been  able  to  fatisfy  this  their  fondnefs  for  a 

copioufnefs  of  words,  by  repeating  the  fame  thought 

in  other  words  ;  unlefs  they  had  had  at  command 

different  words,  to  exprefs  the  fame  thought  in  : 

that  is,  unlefs  their  language  had  been  copious,  and 

had  abounded  in  fynonymous  or  parallel  expref- 

fions.     For  example  :    the  general  fubject  of  the 

CXIXth  Pfalm  is  the  Bleffednefs  of  Keeping  the 

Law  j  which  is  purfued  through  Twenty  Two  Al- 

phabetical Stanzas,   of  Eight  Diftichs  each,  with 
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much  famenefs  of  thought,  but  great  variety  of 
expreffion.  Inftead  of  twelve  or  fourteen  fynony- 
mous  terms  to  exprefs  the  Law,  and  at  leaft  four 
times  as  many  parallel  phrafes  to  exprefs  the  Keep- 
ing of  it ;  if  you  reduce  the  Pfalmift  to  a  fingle 
term  or  two,  you  ftrike  him  dumb  :  be  he  ever  fo 
fond  of  Pleonafm,  and  ever  fo  eager  to  exprefs 
himfelf  copioufly,  he  will  neither  be  able  to  attain, 
nor  fo  much  as  to  teftify  his  defire,  unlefs  you  give 
him  his  free  range  in  the  natural  copioufnefs  of  his 
language.  Can  it  then  poflibly  be  afcribed  to  the 
Narrownefs  of  his  language,  that  the  Pfalmift  re- 
peats his  thought  fo  often  in  other  words  ?  to  his 
inability,  and  at  the  fame  time  his  eagernefs,  to  ex- 
prefs himfelf  to  his  fatisfaction,  that  he  fo  often 
changes  his  pofture  ?  On  the  contrary  ;  do  we  not 
evidently  fee,  that  he  fets  out  with  a  formed  defign 
of  amplifying  his  fubject  to  a  furprifing  extent, 
upon  a  plan,  that  n'eceffarily  required  a  Hundred 
and  Seventy  Six  Diftichs,  upon  almofl  the  fame 
thought,  and  in  confidence  of  an  ample  flock  of 
words  and  phrafes  to  carry  him  through  it  ?  This 
manner  of  repeating  the  fame  thing  in  fynonymous 
or  parallel  terms  prevails  throughout  the  Hebrew 
Poetry  ;  and  is  a  principal  Characteriftic  of  the  Po- 
etical'Style.  The  Character  of  the  Poetical  Style 
in  general  muft  arife  from  the  Nature  of  the  Ian- 
gage  ;  and  the  Pleonaftic  Character  in  particular 
muft  arife  from  the  Abundance  of  parallel  terms 
and  phrafes  in  the  language.  You  conclude  your 
reafoning  thus :  "  the  moft  fcanty  language  there- 

"  fore 


"  fore  will  be  always  fulleft  of  repetitions  ;  "  that 
is,  "  of  repetitions  of  the  fame  thought  in  other 
"  words m  .  "  This  I  take  to  be  little  better  than  a 
contradiction  in  terms :  for  a  language,  that  a- 
bounds  in  fuch  repetitions,  for  that  very  reafon  can- 
not be  fcanty  ;  and  the  Pleonaflic  Character  of  the 
Hebrew  language,  which  You  fay  arofe  from  its 
being  the  moft  Scanty  of  all  languages,  is  on  the 
contrary  a  demonftration,  that  it  was  in  a  confider- 
able  degree  Copious. 

Indeed,  my  Lord,  you  have  aggravated  this 
charge  of  narrownefs,  fcantinefs,  and  obfcurity, 
againft  the  Hebrew  Language,  to  an  extravagant 
and  even  dangerous  degree.  If  the  cafe  mould 
really  be,  as  You  have  ftated  it  j  there  is  an  end  of 
all  certainty,  and  all  authority,  of  the  Holy  Scrip- 
tures of  the  Old  Teftament.  But,  I  hope,  it  is 
far  otherwile.  You  fay,  that  in  the  moft  antient 
MSS  there  was  no  fpace  left  to  diftinguifh  one 
word  from  another.  I  muft  obferve,  that  this  opi- 
nion n  was  propagated  by  Elias  Levita,  who  quotes 
the  Cabbalifts  as  his  authors.  It  was  a  very  con- 
venient principle  for  them,  whofe  bufmefs  it  was  to 
make  as  many  different  fenfes  as  poflible  out  of  one 

m  That  I  may  be  fure  not  to  mifreprefent  his  Lordmip's 
meaning  ;  I  give  here  his  Definition  of  Pleonafm,  and  the  Caufc 
to  which  he  afcribes  it.  "  A  Repetition  of  the  fame  thing  in 
"  different  words  is  called  a  Pleonafm."  Div.  Leg.  Vol.  v, 
p.  258.  "  The  Pleonafm  arofe  from  the  want  of  words.'' 
Vol.  Hi,  p.  174. 

n  See  Carpzovii  Critica  Sacra  ;  Par.  I,  Cap.  iii,  Sift.  v. 
Bartoloccii  Biblioth.  Rabbin.  Par.  iv,  p.  186, 

and 
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and  the  fame  fentence.      But  this  is  affirmed  only 
of  one  MS,  that  is,  of  the  Copy  of  the  Law  as 
delivered  by  Mofes  to  the  Ifraelites ;  which,  accord- 
ing to  fome  of  the  Cabbalifts,  was  as  one  verfe,  or. 
according  to  others,  as  one  word :  which  is  about 
as  fenfible  a  notion,  as  that  other  of  fome  of  the 
Jews,    who  fay,    that  God  pronounced  the   Ten 
Commandments  all  in  one  breath,  without  paufe  or 
diftinction,  as  if  it  had  been  one  continued  word 
only.    But  this  opinion  of  the  Cabbalifts  is  not  on- 
ly controverted  by  the  Jewifli  Grammarians  and 
Commentators,  and  the  Talmudifts  ;   but  is  over- 
thrown by  the  very  reafon  of  the  thing,   and  its 
own  abfurdity.    You  may  fay,  as  others  have  done, 
that  this  is  actually  the  cafe  of  the  antient  Greek 
MSS :    it  is  fo,  becaufe  the  nature  of  the  Greek 
language  allowed  of  it ;  and  it  is  not  difficult  to 
feparate  the  words  fo  confufed  in  the  Greek  MSS, 
without  miftake  or  uncertainty.     But  it  would  be 
perhaps  impracticable  to  do  it  in  the  Hebrew  thus 
confufed,  and  deftitute  of  the  Vowel-points ;  as  it 
plainly  appears  by  the  example,  which  one0,  who 
for  certain  reafons  has  adopted  this  conceit,    has 
given  us  in  the  three  firft  words  of  Genefis ;  out  of 
which,  written  as  one  word,  and  arbitrarily  divided, 
he  extracts  five  different  fenfes,  and  fays  he  could 
extract  many  more. 

Again;  "  the  HEBREW  VERITY,  you  fay,  had 
*e  it  not  been  for  the  Greek  Tranflation,  would  at 

0  Morinus,  Exercitat.  Biblicae ;  Lib.  i,  Exerc.  vi,  Cap.  2. 

this 
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<-  this  day  be  a  mere  arbitrary  CIPHER."  Yes,  my 
Lord,  it  would  be  a  mere  Cipher,  to  thofe  that 
have  never  learnt  to  read  it ;  and  the  bed  reading - 
glafles  in  Bertrand's  Shop  would  never  help  them 
to  make  any  thing  more  of  it.  But,  even  though 
the  Greek  Tranflation  had  never  exifted,  ( the  great 
ufefulnefs  of  which  I  do  by  no  means  deny, )  ye£ 
with  the  help  of  the  other  Dialects,  the  other  an- 
tient  Verfions,  and  Paraphrafes,  the  Maforetic 
Pointing,  the  Grammars  and  Dictionaries  of  the 
later  Jews,  who  certainly  did  not  learn  their  Heb- 
rew from  the  Greek  Tranflation  ;  with  all  thefe  af- 
fiftances,  I  mould  think,  that  eyes  properly  qualified 
might  find  it  fomething  better  than  a  mere  Cipher. 
And  however  contemptuoufly  your  Lordfhip  may 
think  and  fpeak  of  the  Hebrew  Verity,  and  of  thofe 
that  employ  their  pains  upon  it  j  yet  this  I  will  ven- 
ture to  fay,  that  he  who  pretends  to  fet  up  for  a 
deep  and  critical  Expofitor  of  the  Writers  of  the 
Old  Teftament,  and  of  fome  of  the  moft  difficult 
of  them  in  particular,  with  no  knowledge,  or  at 
beft  a  very  fuperficial  knowledge,  of  Hebrew,  tho' 
he  may  amufe  common  readers  with  fanciful  in- 
terpretations and  ingenious  hypothefes,  yet  will  be 
efteemed  by  proper  Judges,  as  no  other  than  a 
Quack  in  Commentatorfhip,  and  a  Mountebank  in 
Criticifm. 

But  if  the  HEBREW  VERITY  is  to  be  confidered 
at  this  day  as  a  mere  Cipher  j  I  wifh  you  had.  fur- 
nifhed  us  with  a  better  Key  to  it  than  the  Greek 

M  Verfion. 


Verfion.  For,  befides  that  the  Learned  will  hardly 
allow,  what  you  aflume  as  incontefted,  that p  the 
Hebrew  was  a. living  language  in  the  time  of  Pto- 
lemy Philadelphus  ;  at  which  time  too  only  the 
Pentateuch,  that  is,  but  one  quarter  of  the  Old 
Teftament,  was  tranflated  into  Greek  ;  every  one 
knows,  that  the  Greek  Verfion,  called  the  Verfion 
of  the  Seventy,  has  come  down  to  us  in  a  miferable 
condition,  greatly  mutilated,  interpolated,  and  cor- 
rupted :  and  it  comes  fo  far  fhort  of  that  accuracy, 
for  which  the  genuine  Septuagint  Verfion  was  uni- 
verfally  celebrated  by  the  Antients,  that  fome  of 
the  Learned q ,  with  Archbifhop  Ufher  at  their 
head,  have  made  it  a  matter  of  doubt,  whether 
the  true  Verfion  of  the  Seventy  be  now  extant.  By 
a  quotation  from  Abraham  Echellenfis,  you  have 
made  the  cafe  of  the  Alcoran  parallel  to  that  of  the 

P  The  beft  Critics  are  of  opinion,  that  Hebrew  was  no  longer 
a  living  language  after  the  return  from  the  Babylonilh  Captivity. 
Such  are,  among  the  Jews,  Kimchi,  Elias  Levita,  Ephodaeus 
Grammaticus,  &c.  among  the  Chriftians,  Walton,  Bochart, 
Buxtorf,  Hottinger,  Simon,  &c.  Not  but  that  there  were 
fome  few,  the  Prielts  and  the  old  men,  who  might  ftill  retain 
it.  See  Walton,  Prolegom.  iii,  24.  Prideaux  is  much  of  the 
fame  opinion,  though  he  places  this  period  a  little  lower :  he 
fays,  "  the  Hebrew  Language  certainly  ceafed  to  be  vulgarly 
**  fpoken  in  the  time  of  Ezra."  Connect.  Vol.  i,  p.  279. 
See  alfo  Vol.  ii,  p,  29.  fol.  *'  A  diebus  Efdne,  fays  Maimo- 
"  nides,  (  Tephil.  Cap.  xii,  Sect.  10)  confueverunt  habere 
"  Interpretem,  qui  populo  id  intcrpretaretur,  quod  Leftor  ex 
"  lege  praelegit,  ut  fenfum  veiborum  intelligeret."  Jf  this  wa? 
the  cafe  at,  or  foon  after,  the  Return  from  the  Captivity  ;  what 
was  it  above  two  hundred  and  fifty  years  later,  when  the  Pen- 
tateuch was  firft  tranflated  into  Greek  ? 

9  See  Walton,  Prolegom,  ix.  Fabricii  Bibl-  Grsec.  Lib.  iii, 
Cap.  xii,  5. 

Old 


Old  Teftament :  but  it  appears  by  it,  that  the  Al- 
coran is  fafe  ;  for  it  was  pointed  by  proper  autho- 
rity, while  the  Arabic  was  a  living  language  ; 
otherwife,  JAM  DE  ALCORANO  ACTUM  ESSET  : 
but  as  the  Old  Teftament  has  not  had  the  fame 
good  fortune,  to  have  been  pointed  by  proper  au- 
thority, while  the  Hebrew  was  a  living  language  ; 
it  follows  from  this  judicious  parallel,  JAM  ACTUM 
ESSE  DE  VETERI  TESTAMENTO. 

In  fhort,  my  Lord,  through  this  whole  paflage 
You  have  been  urging  the  fame  arguments,  that 
the  Fathers  Morinus r  and  Simon  employed  in  or- 
der to  leflen  the  authority  of  the  Hebrew  Scrip- 
tures, and  fo  to  bring  us  under  the  yoke  of  Popifh 
Tradition :  You  have  been  urging  the  fame  argu- 
ments, thatSpinofa5  employed  in  order  to  deftroy 
the  authority  of  the  Hebrew  Scriptures,  and  to  in- 
troduce Infidelity  and  Atheifm  :  You  have  carried 
the  matter  further  than  even  Spinofa  himfelf  dared 
to  do:  to  treat  the  HEBREW  VERITY  as  a  mere 
CIPHER,  this  was  refer ved  for  your  Lordfhip,  and 
the  Author  of  Sacerdotifm  Difplayed c,  whom  I  think 
you  fomewhere  reprefent  as  the  forwardeft  Devil  of 
the  whole  Legion.  And  does  our  Chriftian  and 

r  Morini  Exercitationes  Biblicse;  Lib.  i,  Exerc.  vi,  Cap.  2. 
Simon,  Hift.  Crit.  du  V.  T.  Li\r.  iii,  Chap.  2,  3,  et  pafilm. 

5  Traftatus  Theol.  Polit.  Cap.  vii. 

f  See  p.  62  of  A  Brief  Examination  of  the  Divine  Legation 
of  Mofes,  by  a  Society  of  Gentlemen ;  Lond.  1742:  otherwife 
intitled,  in  the  body  of  the  book,  Sacerdotifm  Difplayed;  and 
faid  to  be  written  by  a  Selefi  Committee  of  the  Det/is  and  Free- 
thin  ken  of  Great  Britain. 

M  2  Proteftant 
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Proteftant  Bifhop  join  with  Papifts,  and  Infidels,  and 

Atheifts Now  methinks  I  hear  you  crying 

put  aloud  againil  argumenta  ad  invidiam :  but  re- 
member Hobbes  and  our  Profeflbr ;  there's  a  Rowr 
land  for  your  Oliver.  You,  my  Lord,  are  of  all  the 
Writers  of  this  age,  except  perhaps  your  Friend  the 
Candid  Examiner,  the  perfon  who  has  the  leaft  right 
to  complain  of  fuch  arguments: 'yet  you  mall  fee, 
how  generoufly  I  will  deal  with  you.  I  fairly  acquit 
you  of  all  evil  intent,  in  this  fufpicious  kind  of  argu- 
mentation, or  rather  this  unguarded  difplay  of  your 
Hebrew  Criricifm  :  I  impute  it  all  to  your  Lord- 
Ihip's  undertaking  to  treat  of  a  fubjecl,  with  which 
you  appear  to  be  very  much  unacquainted. 

Having  obviated  the  difficulties,  which  your 
Lordfhip  has  thrown  in  the  way,  I  mail  now  at- 
tempt  to  enter  a  little  further  into  this  fubject,  and 
to  give  my  opinion  a  little  more  particularly  of  the 
characters  of  fome  of  the  principal  Hebrew  Writers, 
and  of  the  difference  of  ftyle  and  manner  which 
may,  upon  juft  grounds,  be  obferved  in  them  •,  yet 
only  fo  far  as  may  be  neceflary  to  throw  fome  light 
upon  the  prefent  queftion,  concerning  the  Age  of 
the  Book  of  Job. 

Setting  afide  then  thjs  Book  at  prefent  as  doubt- 
ful, Mofes  (lands  at  the  head  of  the  Hebrew  Wri- 
ters ;  not  only  in  point  of  time,  but  in  regard  alfb 
of  literary  merit,  as  an  Hiftorian,  as  an  Orator, 
and  as  a  Poet.  Whatever  defects  may  be  noted  in 
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his  hiftory  upon  the  whole,  when  compared  with 
the  more  regular  and  more  laboured  productions  of 
the  polifhed  Hiftorians  of  Greece  and  Rome  •,  yet 
in  many  parts  of  it,  he  has  given  evident  marks  of 
fjjperior  abilities  in  the  character  of  Hiftorian.  The 
hiftory  of  Jofeph,  for  inftance,  is  an  example  of 
fimple,  noble,  elegant,  interefting,  pathetic  narra- 
tion ;  of  juftnefs,  neatnefs,  and  perfpicuity  of  hif- 
toric  compofition  ;  to  which  nothing  equal,  or  in 
any  degree  comparable,  can  be  produced  from  He- 
rodotus or  Xenophon,  Salluft  or  Livy.  As  an 
Orator ;  his  /exhortations  in  the  Book  of  Deutero- 
nomy have  a  force,  a  fpirit,  and  an  elegance,  equal 
at  leaft  to  any  thing  of  the  fame  kind  in  the  Pro- 
phets of  a  later  age.  As  a  Poet ;  his  Prophetic 
Ode  is  fuperior  to  every  thing  of  its  kind,  except 
perhaps  that  of  Ifaiah,  Chap.  XIV :  and  we  have 
ip  this  Ode  of  Mpfes  an  excellent  example  of  the 
Poetical  Conftrudtion,  or  the  Sententious  Style  cha- 
ra&eriftic  of  Hebrew  Poetry.  It  appears  here  in 
its  juft  form,  and  full  beauty ;  though  properly 
tempered  and  chaftifed,  nor  carried  to  its  utmofl 
precifion,  and  moft  laboured  accuracy  ;  which 
would  not  have  been  fo  fuitable  to  the  great  fubli- 
mity  of  the  fubject.  And  a  like  inftance  of  judg- 
ment may  be  obferved  in  Ifaiah's  Ode  above-men- 
tioned :  for  though  that  Prophet  is  perhaps  of  all 
the  Hebrew  Poets  the  moft  elegant  compofer  in  that 
£yle  ;  yet  in  this  Ode  he  has  not  aimed  at  a  ftudied 
exactnefs  of  the  fhort  fententious  conftruction u, 

.*•  See  De  Sacra  Poefi  Hebj.   Prsel.  xiii,  xix.  xxviii. 

but 
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but  has  chofcn  a  more  free  and  flowing  manner  of 
compofition.  It  may  perhaps  be  faid,  that  this  per- 
fect accuracy  of  the  fententious  ftyle  was  not  yet  ac- 
quired, but  was  the  late  effect  of  progreffive  refine- 
ment :  and  that  for  this  reafon  the  author  of  Job, 
who  is  acknowledged  to  be  very  accurate  in  this  man- 
ner of  writing,  was  of  a  later  age.  That  this  is  not 
fo,  will  evidently  appear  from  other  examples  of  the 
earlieft  times,  which  are  moft  perfect  in  the  fenten- 
tious manner.  In  fhort ;  Mofes's  Writings,  in  va- 
rious forms  and  characters  of  compofition,  are  in 
no  refpect  inferior  to  the  productions  of  later  ages 
of  the  Jewifh  Republic :  and  the  language  of  Mo- 
les is  the  very  purity  of  the  Hebrew  tongue.  How- 
ever fucceeding  Writers  may  differ  from  him  in 
ftyle  and  manner ;  this  difference  is  to  be  afcribed 
to  the  peculiar  turn  and  genius  of  thofe  writers, 
not  to  any  improvements  of  fcience,  or  refinements 
f>f  language,  in  a  more  civilized  and  polilhed  age. 

But  further  i  in  the  Poetical  ftyle  Mofcs  has  not 
oniy  given  fome  excellent  examples  of  his  own  fa- 
culty, but  has  likewife  preferved  feveral  fpecimens 
of  Poetry  from  other  hands  and  of  a  higher  age. 
He  has  given  us  the  Prophecies  of  Jacob  ;  which 
were  in  all  probability  delivered  down  to  pofterity 
in  their  genuine  form,  as  taken  from  the  mouth  of 
the  Patriarch :  thefe  are  in  the  fame  fhort  fenten- 
tious ftyle  ;  which,  as  it  is  the  moft  diftinguifhing 
character  of  the  Hebrew  Poetry,  fo  it  appears  by 
this,  and  other  examples,  to  have  been  the  moft 

antient, 
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antient,  the  genuine  and  original  mark  of  it.  He 
has  given  us  the  Prophecies  of  Balaam  ;  which  are 
in  this  ftyle  the  moft  perfect,  the  moft  polifhed,  the 
mod  exquifite  examples,  that  can  be  produced. 
There  are  certain  Odes  of  Horace ;  which,  for  their 
exquifite  tafte,  the  delicacy  of  compofition,  purity 
of  diction,  and  elegance  of  form,  one  might  fafely 
pronounce  to  be  peculiar  to  the  Auguflan  age,  and 
that  no  fucceeding  age  could  pofiibly  have  produced 
them.  The  Prophecies  of  Balaam  feem  to  me  to 
have  fomething  of  this  kind  of  peculiar  caft ;  a 
neatnefs,  a  purity,  and  precifion  in  the  fententious 
manner,  which  the  later  ages  feldom  attained.  I 
hardly  know  any  thing  in  this  kind,  which  can  be 
fet  in  competition  with  them  ;  except  the  CXIVth 
Pfalm,  of  a  later  age,  ( not  higher,  I  guefs,  than 
the  time  of  Pavid )  and  fome  parts  of  Job,  of  an 
age,  as  I  fuppofe,  fomewhat  earlier  than  that  of 
Balaam.  From  thefe  confiderations  I  prefume  to 
mark  the  age  of  Mofes,  as  an  age  in  which  Heb- 
rew Compofition,  both  in  Profe  and  Verfe,  was  ar- 
rived at  its  full  form  of  maturity  and  perfection ; 
and  to  conclude,  that  the  Excellence  of  the  com- 
pofition of  the  Poem  of  Job  is  no  bar  to  its  being 
afcribed  to  that  age,  which  You,  my  Lord,  I  think 
falfely,  reprefent  as  uncivilifed  and  barbarous.  And 
upon  the  moftftrict  examination  of  the  ftyle,  man- 
ner, language,  and  poetical  compofition  of  that 
Poem,  I  believe  it  will  appear  to  all  proper  judges 
to  be  more  fuitable  to  that  age,  the  age  equal  or 

fome- 


fomewhat  prior  to  the  time  of  Mofes,  than  to  any 
other  whatfoever. 

I  (hall  very  readily  grant  to  your  Lordfhip,  that 
the  Hebrew  language  varied  very  little  from  the 
time  of  Mofes  to  the  Babylonim  Captivity  :  never- 
thelefs  I  think  we  may  be  allowed  to  form  a  judg- 
ment of  the  different  ftyle  and  manner  of  different 
authors  in  that  long  period.     The  peculiar  ftyle 
and  manner  of  each  of  the  three  great  Tragedians 
of  Greece,  though  of  nearly  the  fame  age,  is  very 
diftincl:  and  difcernible :  and  yet  Sophocles,  Euri- 
pides, and  /Efchylus  are  not  in  any  proportion  fo 
different  from  one  another  in  their  ftyle  and  man- 
ner, as  the  three  great  Prophets  of  the  Hebrews, 
of  ages  refpectively  not  much  more  diftant,  Ifaiah, 
Jeremiah,  and  Ezechiel.    But  what  is  the  difference 
between  thefe,  in  companion  of  the  difference  be- 
tween the  Author  of  the  Book  of  Job  and  Ezra  ? 
Let  any  one  properly  qualified  to  judge  in  this 
matter  read  the  plain  hiftorical  narrative  in  the  two 
firft  chapters  of  Job  :    it  is  neat,  concife,  clear  in 
its  order  and  method,  pure  and  elegant  in  its  ex- 
prefiion  :  let  him  turn  to  Ezra,  and  find,  if  he  can, 
a  fingle  Hebrew  chapter,  on  which  he  can  with  a 
fafe  confcience  beftow  any  part  of  this  commenda- 
tion.    Let  him  moreover  take  into  the  account  this 
laft  Author's  barbarous  terms ;   and  then  let  him 
tell  me  fairly,  whether  he  does  not  find  as  much 
difference  between  thefe  two  Writers,  as  between 
Salluft  and  William  of  Malmfbury.     Let  him  next 

look 
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look  into  the  poetical  parts  of  Job,  and  let  him 
compare  them  with  any  part  of  Ezra's  undoubted 
writings  w  ;  and  I  would  then  alk  him,  whether  he 
would  not  as  foon  pitch  upon  GeofFry  of  Mon- 
mouth  for  the  Author  of  the  /Eneid,  if  that  were 
a  doubtful  point,  as  Ezra  for  the  Author  of  the 
Poem  of  Job :  and  1  fhould  not  much  doubt  of  his 
anfwering  in  the  affirmative. 

All  this,  your  Lordfhip  may  fay,  is  gratis  diftum  •, 
all  the  mere  prefumption  of  Pedantry,  the  ape  of 

w  The  Author  of  Divine  Legation,  (  Book  vi,  Se£t.  2,  ) 
gives  his  favourite  Ezra  credit  as  the  Writer  of  the  Books  of 
Chronicles  and  Efther :  and  has  recourfe  to  the  tradition  of  the 
Jews,  that  he  was  the  feme  pcrlon  with  Malachi.  If  he  could 
prove  this  latter  point,  it  might  be  of  ufe  to  him  :  for  I  take 
the  Writer  of  the  Prophecy  of  Malachi  to  be  much  better  qua- 
lified for  bis  purpofe  than  the  Writer  of  the  Book  of  Ezra.  But 
leaving  him  to  make  good  that  point,  as  he  may ;  why  is  Ezra  • 
"  reafonably  fuppofed  to  be  the  Author  of  the  two  books  of 
"  Chronicles,  and  the  book  of  Efther  ?  "  Becaufe,  forfooth, 
the  Jews  have  faid  fo  :  that,  1  believe,  is  the  beft  reafon  that 
can  be  given.  The  latter  book  indeed  is  much  in  the  ftyle  and 
language  of  Ezra  ;  but  the  narration  feems  of  a  better  call.  But 
as  for  the  former  part  of  the  fuppolitkm,  that  Ezra  was  Author 
of  the  Chronicles  ;  nothing  can  well  be  more  unrealbnable. 
Ezra  might  poffibly  be  the  Collector,  and  Editor,  of  the  books 
of  Chronicles ;  but  certainly  was  not  the  Author.  1'or  the 
books  of  Chronicles  are  evidently,  like  the  books  of  Kings,  a 
Collection  from  the  Hiftorical  writings  of  the  antient  Seers  and 
Prophets.  They  cite  the  Books,  the  Prophecies,  and  Vifions,1 
of  Samuel,  Nathan,  Gad,  Ahijah,  Iddo,  &c.  The  Colleaor 
copied  the  very  words  of  the  feveral  Authors  ;  as  is  manifcft 
from  hence,  that  the  books  of  Kings  and  Chronicles  frequently 
agree  with  one  another  in  words,  for  many  fentences  together. 
See  Sir  Ifaac  Newton's  Obfervations  on  Daniel  j  p.  8.  Ctfides, 
it  may  be  demonftrably  proved,  that  fome  parts  of  the  books  ot" 
Chronicles  were  written  Lcfore  the  Babylonifli  Captivity.  Ses 
2  Chron.  v,  9  :  viii,  8 :  x,  19. 

N  Criticifm, 
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Criticifm.  My  Lord,  I  only  give  it,  with  all  de- 
ference, as  my  humble  opinion  :  I  do  no  more  than 
exprefs  my  own  fenfe,  and  my  own  feelings :  I  do 
not  pretend  to  give  mere  opinion  and  conjecture, 
my  own  fancies  perhaps  and  furmifes,  for  Demon- 
ftration.  However,  upon  this  opinion,  precarious 
as  I  acknowledge  it  to  be,  I  will  venture  to  (lake 
my  credit :  "  nee  recufo,  quin,  quantum  de  hac 
"  fententia,  tantundem  de  mei  judicii  exiftimatione 
"  detrahatur." 

Your  Lordfhip  is  very  fhort  upon  the  laft  argu- 
ment, touched  upon  in  my  offenfive  Note ;  in  which 
I  mail  follow  your  example :  for  in  truth  it  does 
not  require  much  difcuffion.  "  This  excellent 
"  Writer"  [  to  wit,  the  Candid  Examiner]  "  de- 
"  fired  to  know  of  the  learned,  Where  they  could 
"  find  a  Civil  or  Religious  Conftitution  out  of  Judea, 
"  which  declared,  that  the  Children  Jhottld  fuffer  for 
«'  the  crime  of  their  Parents"  As  your  Lordfhip 
has  here  improperly  ftated  the  queflion  ;  it  is  very 
eafily  anfwered,  but  nothing  to  the  purpofe  :  for 
by  the  Laws  of  every  Conftitution  in  the  world  the 
Children  do,  in  many  cafes,  fuffer  for  the  crimes  of 
their  Parents  -,  as  in  the  cafe  of  Confifcation,  At- 
tainder, and  the  like  j  and  it  cannot  be  otherwife. 
As  the  Candid  Examiner  himfelf  has  rightly  ftated 
the  queftion,  it  ftands  thus  :  "  Where  did  GOD 
"  ever  declare,  that  H  E  would  ufe  this  mode  of 
"  pimifhment,  but  in  the  Jewilh  Law  ?  "  But  this 
itfelf  is  very  little  more  to  the  purpofe  :  for  whe- 
ther 
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ther  God  ever  declared  it,  or  not ;  or  whether  the 
opinion,  that  God  would  ufe  this  mode  of  punifh- 
ment,  be  in  its  nature  capable  of  being  made  a 
part  of  any  Civil  Conftitution  befide  that  of  the 
Jews,  or  not ;  yet  this  opinion  may  have  prevailed 
in  every  nation  under  heaven  :  which  is  fully  fuf- 
ficient  to  deftroy  your  argument.  That  the  fenti- 
ment  occurring  in  Job,  "  that  God  layeth  up  the 
*'  Father's  iniquity  for  his  Children, "  is  no  proof 
that  the  Poem  muft  have  been  written  by  a  Jew, 
I  fliewed  by  producing  the  fame  fentiment  from 
Horace.  Your  JLordfhip  fays,  this  is  paying  with 
an  old  fang,  giving  rhime  for  reafon  •,  or,  in  plain 
Englilh,  taking  it  out  of  your  facetious  language, 
that  it  is  nothing  at  all  to  the  purpofe.  What, 
my  Lord,  no  more  to  the  purpofe,  than 
"  Of  a  noble  race  was  Sbinkin  ?  " 

I  beg  your  pardon  ;  I  think  it  not  only  to  the  pur- 
pofe, but  even  decifive.  For  if  that  fentiment 
proves,  that  the  Poem  of  Job  was  written  by  a 
Jew ;  the  fame  fentiment  proves,  that  the  Ode x  of 
Horace  was  written  by  a  Jew  -3  and  that  another  Odei, 
commonly  alfb  fuppofed  of  the  fame  Poet,  in  which 
the  fame  fentiment  likewife  occurs,  was  allb  writ- 
ten by  a  Jew.  In  truth,  the  fentiment  in  queftion 
( whether  founded  on  experience,  or  reafon,  or  re- 
velation, whether  true  or  falfe,  it  matters  not  to 
our  purpofe )  is  a  Popular  Opinion,  common  to  all 
nations,  and  all  ages,  of  the  world.  I  intimated 

*  Carm.  Lib.  iii,  Ode  vi,  i  :  and  Lib.  i,  Ode  xxviii,"  30. 

N  2  plainly 


plainly  enough,  that  I  could  give  more  examples  of 
the  fame  fort,  upon  demand  :  and  fmce  your  Lord- 
fhip  feems  not  to  be  fatisfied  with  this,  I  mail  add 
at  the  bottom  of  the  page  a  few  others  y  .  And  if 

required, 

y  Qui  (  Dionyfius,  Syracufarum  tyrannus  )  tametfi.  debit* 
fupplicia  non  exolvit,  dedccore  tamen  filii  mortuus  pcenas  re- 
pendit,  quas  vivus  effugerat.  Lento  enim  gradu  ad  vindiflam 
fui  divina  procedit  ira,  tarditatemque  fupplicii  gravitate  com- 
penfat.  Valerius  Max.  Lib.  i,  Cap.  i. 

•  —  -.  --  -  Satis  jam  pridem  fanguine  noftro 
Laornedonteae  luimus  perjuria  gentis. 

VIRGIL.  Georg.  i,  501^ 

-  ......  Di  capiti  ipfius  generique  refervent, 

VIRGIL.  ^Eneid.  viii,  484. 


To,  ran  Ttxavav  fftyetkfjtit'  u?  Tits 

irt.. 

EURIPIDES,  in  Excerptis  Grotii  ;  p.  423. 


x.ctj  r<ptv  TISTO 
t^ytt  ^TK  (f>gt/rtv  a 
iTO,   Slav  [tvoiv  OTrt 


flcu&S,   F  oir  otoixif  ar»J7?aj  Tit  otzcux 

Tim'tun,   Kp«v<5>),   (rev 
E|  ««lf  T«  0'ixeua     i 


TOWT'  ft))  ftetxitpioyf  Stet?  $1X06'   viw  o  o  [AW  tpot>» 
i,  10  xttxcy  o  atX^of  iTr&TK  ip8p«. 

THEOGNIS  j  729; 
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required,  I  might  perhaps  undertake  to  prove,  by 
the  fame  argument  by  which  you  have  demon- 
ftrated,  that  Job  was  written  by  a  Jew,  that  half 
the  writings  of  the  Greeks  and  Romans  were  like^ 
wife  written  by  the  Jews. 

"  The  contemptuous  Profefibr  :  "  -  Yes,  my 
Lord  i  the  Profeflbr  does  avow  a  perfect  contempt 
for  a  miferable  Caviller,  who  proftitutes  his  pen  to 
do  the  drudgery  of  an  imperious  Tafk-mafter.  I 
fee,  my  Lord,  you  have  intimated  your  orders  to 
him  to  take  the  Prelections  in  hand,  once  more  : 
and  may  I  not  hope  then  for  the  honour  of  your 
Lord/hips  animadverfions  ?  In  good  time  :  when  the 
Candid  Examiner  underftands  Latin  a  little  better  ; 
and  when  your  Lordlhip  has  a  competent  know- 

A/fc'  a  jtzty  etvri*  trirtv,  «  3"'  u&pev'   «  &  tywyurn 

AVTOI,   jWJjSe  9-eaii  ptif  nrusirtt  xiffl; 
HAf9"g  -aotvTug,   eujnx.'  ttveurtoi  ^y*  TivXo-w 

O<  iftciti'ts  nsrui  tr/ifteveiiv  OTTHTV. 

SOLON  j  25. 

Tuf  01  x.etx.ut  yifeeta-i  &>tt>s  Tibet 

QvtF  *  ttTTKpeUTttTW,    H^  H   At®-   I 


Utif 

Oraculum  Delph.  apud  ^Elian. 

Var.  Hift.   Lib.  iii,  43. 
Lege  f. 


See  alfo  the  Eleftra  of  Sophocles,  ver.  505  :  and  laftly,  Plu- 
tarch's Treatife,  jntitled,  De  bis  qui  fero  a  Numlne  ptiniuntur  ; 
the  greater  part  of  which  (from  p.  556.  Edit.  Francofurt 
1599,  fol.  )  is  upon  the  lame  fubjeft. 

ledge 


Jedge  of  Hebrew.  And  a  little  more  civility  too  may 
not  be  amifs  :  for  if  he,  who  has  demolijhed  the  Ap- 
pendix, Jhould  take  it  into  Us  bead  to  examine  the 
Book  itfelf  ;  he  might  poflibly  make  fome  havock 
in  The  Divine  Legation  of  Mofes  Demonjtrated. 


In  the  mean  time    I  reft, 
My  Lord, 

Your  Lordihip's 

Mod  humble  Servant* 

A  Late   Profc/or 

in  THE  UNIVERSITY  of 

OXFORD. 

31/1765. 
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LETTER       I. 


To     The    Reverend   Dr  W. 


Winchefter  Sept.  9.  1756. 
Dear  Sir, 

OUR  good  Friends  Dr  C.  and  Mr  S.  have 
agreably  to  your  defire  communicated  to 
ine  fome  particulars  of  the  converfation,  which 
you  have  lately  had  with  them  relating  to  me : 
from  which  I  collect,  that  you  think  you  have  rea- 
fon  to  be  offended  with  me  on  account  of  fome 
things  which  I  have  faid  in  my  Prelections  on  the 
fubject  of  the  Book  of  Job,  which  you  look  upon 
as  aimed  againft  you  ;  and  that  you  expect  that  I 
mould  explain  myfelf  on  this  head.  I  am  much 
obliged  to  you  for  the  regard  which  you  have  been 
pleafed  to  exprefs  for  me,  and  for  your  candid  and 
generous  manner  of  dealing  with  me  on  this  occa- 
fion :  and  I  mall  endeavour  to  return  it  by  dealing 
as  fairly  and  as  openly  with  you. 

The  reafons  for  my  treating  of  the  Book  of  Job 
in  the  manner  which  I  have  done,  left  they  mould 
be  miftaken,  I  have  there  given  ;  and  that  I  might 

O  not 
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not  give  offence,  have  prefaced  thofe  Lectures  with' 
an  Apology,  which  was  perhaps  unneceflary.  Ha- 
ving examined  and  confidered  the  Subject  as  well 
as  I  was  able,  I  found  myfelf  obliged  to  differ  in 
opinion  from  feveral  Writers  of  great  Authority  in 
the  Republic  of  Letters  j  fuch  as  Grotius,  Le 
Clerc,  Bifhop  Hare,  Yourfelf,  and  many  others  : 
it  was  not  my  bufmefs,.  and  much  lefs  was  it  my 
clefire,  to  enter  into  a  formal  difpute  with  any  one  ; 
all  I  had  to  do  was  to  declare  in  a  few  words  my 
own  fentiments,  and  to  explain  my  Hypothefis,  fo 
far  as  to  make  myfelf  underftood,  when  I  came  to 
treat  of  the  fubject ;  which  it  was  abfolutely  necef- 
fary  for  me  to  treat  of,  as  being  a  principal  and 
efiential  part  of  my  plan.  I  thought  the  Book  of 
Jot)  the  mod  antient  extant,  that  it  had  no  relation 
to  the  affairs  of  the  Ilraelites,  that  it  was  neither 
Allegorical  nor  properly  Dramatic  ;  in  all  which  I 
difagreed  not  only  with  You,  but  with  one,  or  ci- 
ther, or  all,  of  the  Authors  above-mentioned,  and 
a  hundred  others,,  whom  I  need  not  name  to  you 
now,  nor  was  it  at  all  more  necefiary  for  me  to 
name  them  then.  You  fecm  to  think  I  ought  to 
have  quoted  you,  or  referred  to  your  Book  :  and  a 
Friend  of  yours  charges  me  with  writing  againft 
you,  and  being  afraid  of  you.  Your  Friend  is  mif- 
taken  in  both  thefe  particulars  -,  and  the  ground  of 
your  complaint  I  cannot  poflibly  comprehend.  Why 
mould  I  fmgle  eut  you,  and  attack  you  for  opi- 
nions, which  were  common  to  you  with  twenty 
other  Authors  of  note  ?  would  this  have  been  a 

mark 
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mark  of  refpect  to  you  ?  would  it  not  rather  have 
argued  a  bufy  and  a  litigious  fpirit  in  me  ?  There 
were  feveral  living  Writers  of  great  Learning  and 
Eminence,  who  Hood  jiift  in  the  fame  fituation  with 
regard  to  me,  that  you  did.  What  fhould  I  have 
done  ?  Should  I  have  agreed  with  you  all  ?  that 
was  impoflible.  Should  I  have  complimented  you 
all,  or  mould  I  have  contended  with  you  all  ?  to 
have  done  either  would  have  been  equally  unnecef- 
fary  and  impertinent.  I  have  never  heard,  that  any 
of  thofe  Gentlemen  have  been  offended  with  me, 
for  acting  with  refpeci  to  them  juft  in  the  fame 
•manner  as  I  have  done  with  refpect  to  you. 

But  You  too  it  feems  think,  that  I  have  written 
againft  you  ;  that  is,  that  I  have  aimed  at  you  in 
particular,  and  attacked  opinions  that  are  peculiar- 
ly yours.  I  have  upon  this  occafion  taken  a  review 
of  your  DifTertation,  and  of  my  own  Lectures,  and 
•cannot  find  upon  what  it  is  that  you  ground  this 
charge.  I  have  marked  the  paflages  in  the  lat- 
ter which  feemed  mod  likely  to  have  given  you 
umbrage,  and  beg  you  would  give  yourfelf  the 
trouble  to  turn  to  them.  Pag.  312.  Nunquam  in 
dubium  &c.  this  cannot  poflibly  be  underftood  of 
you,  being  plainly  reftrained  to  thofe  who  conclude, 
that  if  the  Poem  be  Parabolical,  therefore  the  Story 
is  Fictitious  •,  the  abfurdity  of  which  you  yourfelf 
expofe.  In  P.  319,  I  refer  to  the  difpute  on  the 
Text  fuppofed  to  relate  to  the  Refurreclion  ;  to  the 
Bilhop  of  London,  Dr  Hodges  &c.  I  believe,  I 

O  2  had 
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had  not  you  then  in  my  thoughts ;  however  if  I 
had,  I  fee  nothing  that  fhould  offend  you  or  any 
one.  Pag.  320,  obferve,  that  I  fpeak  of  the  opi- 
nion, that  the  Poem  is  Dramatic,  as  what  has  for 
fome  time  almoft  univerfally  prevailed  among  the 
Learned.  Befides,  I  do  not  fee  how  the  queftion, 
whether  the  Poem  be  ftrictly  Dramatic  or  not,  at 
all  affects  your  main  argument.  So  that  this  Dif- 
courfe  upon  the  whole  cannot  be  fuppofed  to  be 
directed  particularly  againft  you.  In  the  next  page 
I  point  out  more  particularly  the  Authors  whom  I 
have  in  view,  by  ufmg  their  own  expreflions  :  lo- 
quuntur  enim  &c.  To  give  you  full  fatisfaction  here, 
and  at  the  fame  time  to  fave  you  and  myfelf  the 
trouble  of  a  multitude  of  references,  I  beg  leave 
to  refer  you  only  to  two  fhort  paffages :  Bimop 
Hare's  note  at  the  end  of  the  CVIIth  Pfalm  ;  and 
Calmet's  Preface  to  Job,  about  the  middle,  the  Pa- 
ragraph begins  with,  Mais  fans  nier  &c.  where  you 
will  find  enough  to  account  for  every  thing  I  have 
there  faid,  and  even  for  every  expreflion  which  I 
have  ufed.  If  there  are  any  other  paffages  which 
offend  you  as  meant  of  you  particularly,  I  affure 
you  moft  fincerely  that  they  have  efcaped  my 
notice ;  be  fo  good  as  to  point  them  out  to  me, 
and  I  will  endeavour  to  give  you  further  fatisfaq- 
fion. 

Upon  the  whole,  I  did  not  mean  to  offend,  nei- 
ther do  I  think  I  have  given  any  caufe  of  offence. 
The  fubjeft  lay  at  leaft  as  much  in  my  way,  as  it 
did  in  yours  :  I  had  as.  gpod  a  right  to  purfue  my 

fubject, 
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fubject,  and  to  deliver  my  fentimenrs  with  freedom, 
as  you  had.  I  could  not  have  fpoken  upon  it  at 
all  without  diflenting  from  you  in  conjunction  with 
many  others,  and  I  don't  know  how  I  could  have 
fignified  my  difTent  more  inoffenfively.  I  cannot 
.have  mifreprefented  your  particular  notions,  for  I 
never  intended  to  reprefent  them  at  all,  nor  had  I 
any  thing  to  do  with  them.  Nay,  as  far  as  I  can 
recollect,  I  verily  believe,  that  at  the  time  when  I 
wrote  thofe  Lectures  I  had  not  your  book  before 
me ;  fo  far  was  it  from  my  intention  to  cavil  at  your 
Difiertation.  In  a  word,  my  Lectures,  and  every 
exprefiion  in  them,  might  have  flood  juft  as  they 
do  now,  though  your  DifTertation  on  Job  had  never 
been  written. 

I  beg  the  continuance  of  that  regard  and  efleem, 
which  you  have  been  fo  kind  as  to  exprefs  towards 
me  :  I  will  not  now  tell  you  how  highly  I  mail 
prize  it :  your  Friend  above-mentioned,  the  Au- 
thor of  the  DifTertation  on  the  Delicacy  of  Friend- 
mi  p  has  flopped  my  mouth,  and  makes  me  very 
cautious  of  faying  any  thing  that  may  be  conflrued 
into  flattery  or  fear  of  you.  I  call  him  your  Friend, 
frecaufe  I  fuppofe  he  pretends  be  fo  :  what  your  opi- 
nion of  him  is,  I  cannot  tell  •,  but  I  think  you  owe 
him  little  thanks  for  his  pains.  He  has  at  leafl 
fhewn  more  zeal  than  difcretion  in  the  undertaking, 
and  more  malevolent  wit  than  good  fenfe  or  honeft 
intention  in  the  performance;  the  manifefl  tenden- 
cy of  which  is  to  fow  flrife,  and  to  foment  difcord ; 
and  its  natural  effect,  if  it  has  any,  mufl  be  to  lef- 

fen 
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fen  the  number  of  thofe,  who  wifh  well  to  you  and 
your  defigns :  and  I  fay  fo  much  of  it  in  order  to 
aflure  you,  that  it  will  not  have  that  effect  with  me. 

As  to  my  opinions,  if  they  fland  at  all  in  your 

way,  and  if  you  mould  think  them  worthy  of  your 

notice,  I  afk  not  your  favour  for  them :  you  will 

treat  them  as  you  mall  think  your  own  caufe  and 

the  caufe  of  truth  requires.    I  do  not  as  yet  fee  any 

reafon  to  depart  from  them  ;  but  am  not  fo  fond  of 

them,  as  to  be  inclined  to  enter  into  a  difpute  with 

any  one  in  defence  of  them.     I  mail  be  offended 

with  no  man  merely  for  differing  from  me  in  fenti- 

merit  upon  any  fubject ;  much  lefs  upon  points  fo 

very  doubtful,  and  upon  which  no  two  perfons,  out 

of  all  that  examine  and  judge  for  themfelves,  either 

ever  have  agreed,  or  probably  ever  will  perfectly 

agree.     As  to  the  manner  in  which  you  mall  treat 

them,  I  leave  it  entirely  to  your  own  confideration ; 

I  mall  be  very  little  concerned  about  it.    If  you  ufe 

me  otherwife  than  I  deferve,  your  own  character 

will  fuffer,  and  not  mine.     Lay  afide  all  regard  to 

me  upon  this  occafion  -,   but  refpect  Yourfelf  and 

the  Public. 

I  am,  Dear  Sir, 
Your  moil  obedient 
humble  Servant, 

R.  L, 
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LETTER     II. 

To    The    Reverend    Dr   L. 

Prior  Park  [Sept.]  17.  1756. 
Dear  Sir, 

IH  A  D,  this  day,  the  favour  of  your  Letter  of 
the  9th,  and  think  my  felfe  much  obliged  to 
our  two  Brethren  for  this  good  office,  which  I  hope 
will  have  the  defired  effect :  And  to  promote  it,  all 
I  can,  I  will  follow  your  example  in  the  franknefs 
and  openneis  of  this  eclaircinement. 

My  complaint  was  not  for  your  differing  from 
me  ;  nor  yet  for  your  manner  of  exprefilng  that 
difference  ;  but  for,  what  I  conceived  to  be,  a  mif- 
reprefenting  me.  —  You  yourfelfe  mall  be  judge. 
P.  64  —  non  eo  quod  permanere  poft  mortem  animos, 
nan  crederent,  quod  doctis  quibufdam  placuit ;  fed 

You  won't  deny  that  I  am  here  meant.    Yet 

you  might  have  underftood  by  my  book,  that  I 
hold,  "  that  the  early,  as  well  as  later,  Jews  be- 
lieved the  permanency  of  the  Soul ;  only,  having 
nothing,  in  their  Law,  of  a  ftate  of  future  rewards 
and  punifhments,  the  early  Jews  had  no  interefting 
reflections  concerning  that  permanency,  and  paid 
no  attention  to  it, 
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P.  65  —  neque  eos  hac  in  parte  vel  minimum 
facri  codices  adjuvere  ;  baud  quia  hanc  iis  cogni- 
tionem  invideret  Divina  Revelatio,  fed  quia  —  Was 
it  not  invidious,  to  infmuate  that  I  had  reprefented 
divine  Revelation  as  envying  or  grudging  the  Jews 
this  bleffing  ?  when  I  had  fhewn  the  reafon  to  be, 
that  it  did  not  belong  to  their  CEconomy  ;  not  for 
that  ftrange  reafon,  quia  humane  mentis  conditio 
earn  omnino  non  recipiat,  but  becaufe  the  doctrine 
of  life  and  immortality  was  referved  for  another 
.Teacher.  I  call  your  reafon,  a  ftrange  one,  becaufe 
the  moft  ignorant  and  unlettered  are  capable  of 
comprehending  all  that  Chriftianity  teaches  concern- 
ing this  matter.  But  I  apprehend,  in  the  words  I 
here  allude  to,  you  entirely  miftake  the  queflion 

you  was  upon Qualis  itaque  ab  animis  a  cor- 

pore  fejunctis  vita  viveretur,  quis  eorum  locus, 
forma,  conditio,  Hebraei  juxta  cum  c<eteris  mortali- 
tus  in  fumma  ignoratione  verfabantnr.  For  the 
queftion  was  not,  Whether  the  reft  of  mankind  had 
jufter  notions  of  the  ftate  and  condition  of  the  foul 
in  a  ftate  of  feparation ;  but  Whether  they  had  not 
the  national  beliefe  of  a  future  ftate  of  rewards  and 
punimments  in  general,  which  the  Jews  wanted. 
It  is  this  alib,  which  is  the  proper  fubject  for  poetic 
ornament,  ( the  thing  you  are  upon )  not  the  meta- 
phyiic  truth  of  things,  which  is  too  meagre  for 
this  entertainment ;  (  as  you  may  fee  by  the  6th  B. 
of  Virgil )  as  well  as  too  abftrafled  for  the  condition 
of  the  human  mind.  . 

P.  321. 
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P.  321,  —  Cum  Poema  Jobi  pro  ver'o  ac  legitimo 
t)ramate  aijufmodi  funt  Gr<ecorum  Tragadi*  minime 

haberi  pofie  contenderem Had  the  reflection 

ended  here,  I  could  not  poffibly  have  guefied  whom 
you  had  in  your  eye  :  Becaufe,  I  believe,  no  critic 
on  this  fide  the  cape  of  good  hope  ever  faid  or 
thought,  the  book  of  Job  to  be  of  the  fpecies  of 
the  greek  Drama.  But  when  I  read  the  following 
words  —  Hoc  autem  ut  concedamus,  vix  erit  fatis ; 
Sunt  qui  majus  quiddam  poftulare  videntur.  Lo- 
quuntur  enim  de  rerum  conftitutione,  de  Cataftro 

phe  dramatis,  Qiov  cnro  pv\%MV(<;  induci  dicunt 

iifdem  certe  vocibus  utuntur  &c.  When  I  read  this, 
I  fay,  I  could  no  longer  doubt,  that  /  only  was 
meant  j  becaufe  I  fpeak  of  all  thefe  things  ;  and  of 
the  God  from  tbe  machine^  no  one  could  ipeak  but 
me  ;  becaufe  no  one  elfe,  in  their  interpretations  of 
the  book  of  Job,  contended  for  the  thing  under- 
ilood  by  it.  You  feem  your  felfe  to  have  been  fen- 
fible  that  this  needed  a  foftening,  by  your  correc- 
tive, —  iifdem  certe  vocibus  utimtur.  Perhaps  tho* , 
you  may  think,  that  my  applying  the  terms  of  the 
Greek  ftage,  to  this  book,  fairly  inferred  that  I 
fuppofed  the  writing  to  be  of  the  fame  Ipecies.  If 
fo,  give  me  leave  to  obferve,  I  could  do  no  other, 
tho*  I  thought  it  of  a  different  fpecies  Whoever 
goes  about  to  mew  that  a  work  is  of  fuch  or  fu.ch 
a  genusy  if  he  would  write  intelligibly  he  cannot 
avoid  ufmg  the  terms  of  that  fpecies  of  it>  which  is 
beft  known  and  underflood.  Thus  when  I  fay,  Re- 
ligion compofes  a  Society,  and,  in  mjr  accqunt  of 
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the  nature  of  this  Society,  I  make  ufe  of  the  words, 
Magiftrates,  Laws,  Sanctions  (  words  which  pro- 
perly belong  to  civil  Society  )  am  I  to  be  underftood 
as  holding,  that  Religion  is  of  that  Species,  called 
civil  Society,  or  that  it  is  of  the  genus  only  of  So- 
ciety ?  But  to  prove,  you  are  dilpofed  to  do  as 
much  honour  to  the  book  of  Job  as  any  man,  you 
conclude,  by  mewing,  that  the  book  has  not  all  the 
artifice  of  the  Greek  drama ;  yet  the  Compofer 

was  capable  of  giving  it  that  advantage. Pro- 

fecto  qui  reputabit  &c.  is  nunquam  poterit  fine 
fumma  admiratione  intueri  tot  ante  fasculis  natum 
Poema,  tam  pulchre  inventum,  tam  folerter  difpo- 
fitum,  tam  perfecte  expletum,  tam  fmgularis  ex- 
empli ;  quod  fimilitudinem  atque  imaginem  quan- 
dam  Dramatis  ftatim  arripuit,  unde  non  difficile 
fuifiet  ad  ipfum  abfoluti  operis  exemplar  afcendere 
&c.  Which  would  put  one  in  mind  of  the  religious 
caution  of  good  SirR.  Blackmore,  who,  in  hispa- 
raphrafe  of  this  famous  book,  allures  us,  that  tho* 
he  will  not  pofitively  affirm,  that  Job  actually  wajh- 
ed  bis  feet  in  butter^  yet  he  makes  it  plainly  out, 
that  Job's  Dairy  afforded  butter  enough  for  that 
purpofe. 

And  now,  Sir,  reflect  a  little  without  prejudice  : 
and  afk  your  felfe,  Whether  theie  paffages  bear  the 
leaft  mark  of  good,  or  even  of  indifferent  will,  to- 
wards me ;  tho'  I  mould  allow  (  as  I  am  very  ready 
to  do )  that  you  had  no  formed  intention  of  mifre- 
prefenting  me. 

If 
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If  you  fhould  fay,  your  defign  was  that  they 
(hould  neither  bear  the  marks  of  good,  or  of  evil 
will,  towards  me,  ( this  neutrality  being  all,  as 
your  letter  (eems  to  hint,  I  had  to  expefl  of  you  ) 
then  let  me  go  on  to  a  paflage  or  two,  which  feem 
to  fpeak  your  difpofition  ftill  ftronger. 

P.  312  —  nimirum  carmen  hoc  in  Ifraelitarum 
folatium  compofitum  fuifie,  eorumque  res  aliquo 
modo  adumbrare  ;  quam  ipfum  efle  VANISSIMUM 
arbitror :  cum  morum,  rituum,  rerum  Ifraelitica- 
rum,  nulla  •ueftigia,  nullam  fpeciem,  aut  umbram 
reperio.  I  dare  appeal  to  your  ingenuity,  that  I 
muft  needs  be  here  meant.  And  will  your  polite- 
nefs  allow  you  to  fay,  that  the  vanijjlmum  was  civil ; 
or  your  modefty,  that  the  nulla  veftigia  was  decent, 
when  I  believe  moft  competent  readers  are  agreed, 
that  there  are  infinitely  more  and  ftronger  marks 
that  the  affairs  under  the  Theocracy  are  alluded  to, 
than  that  Auguflus  is  fhadowed  under  Virgil's 
Hero.  Nor  can  I  well  reconcile  this  dogmatical 
fentence  with  what  you  fay  in  your  letter,  of  the 
fo  doubtful  nature  of  the  queflion  we  are  divided 
about,  where  you  attempt  to  fhew  how  little  reafon 
J  have  to  be  offended  with  thofe  who  differ  from  me. 

Again  you  fay,  Nunquam  in  dubium  vocata  fu- 
ifiet  Hiftoriae  [  Jobi  ]  veritas,  nifi  Allegoriarurh 
Conquifitoribus  tantum  placuiffent  fure  fictiones,  ut 
nihil  amplecU  vellent  quod  non  umbratile  effet  & 
commentitium.  Now  I  will  readily  allow,  that  if, 
by  thefe  Allegorifers,  you  mean  thole  who  annihi- 
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late  the  litteral  fenfe,  you  could  not  mean  me ; 
becaufe,  as  you  obferve,  I  have  expofed  their  folly. 
But  would  it  have  been  more  than  juftice,  when 
you  ufed  fuch  general  expreffions,  to  have  diftin- 
guifhed  my  Allegory  from  theirs  ?  Again,  If  it 
mould  be  afked,  Why  fo  much  unwillingness  to 
have  the  book  of  Job  an  Allegory,  and  fo  much 
readinefs  to  admitt  Solomon's  Song  to  be  an  entire 
Allegory  ?  Could  you  give  a  better  reafon  than  this, 
that  the  latter  opinion  is  eftablifaed  orthodoxy,  and 
the  former,  yet,  a  paradox  ?  But,  a  word  in  your 
ear  ;  Can  you  poffibly  be  lerious  in  faying,  of  Solo-, 
mon's  Sang,  omnino  ejje  Allegoricum  ?  I  pay  you  a, 
compliment  in  this  queftion  :  tho'  I  made  it  only 
to  fhew  you,  that  I  treat  you  in  the  freedom  and 
confidence  of  a  friendly  Altercation a . 

To  proceed  with  your  Letter.  The  general  turn 
of  it  is  to  fhew  me,  that  I  am  unreafonable  in  ex- 
pecting common  civilities  from  you,  in  a  book 
where  I  lay  fo  much  in  your  way.  Now  give  me 
leave  to  think,  you  feem  neither  rightly  to  under- 
hand your  felfe,  nor  me.  My  fervices  to  religion 
and  Society  feem  to  intitle  me  to  common  refpeft, 
when  my  opinions  are  controverted  and  decried, 
from  every  man  of  letters,  engaged  in  the  fame 
caufe,  where  no  perfonal  animofities  have  inter- 

*  The  tatter  part  of  this  Paragraph,  as  imparted  in  confi- 
dence, and  the  anfwer  to  it  likevvife,  wouU  have  been  here 
fupprefied  :  but  it  was  judged  altogether  unneceflary  to  do  fo, 
when  it  was  obferved,  that  the  fame  fecret  had  been  whifpered 
in  confidence  to  the  ear  of  the  Public,  in  Div.  Leg.  Vol.  v,  p. 
63,  Note. 

vened. 
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vened.  To  neglett  this,  is  not  knowing  the  world : 
to  decline  it  muft  be  from  fear  of  giving  offence. 
If  therefore  the  Author  of  the  delicacy  of  friend/hip 
thought,  a  Writer  of  fo  much  caution  and  referve, 
might  be  as  backward  to  give  offence  to  me,  as  to 
others,  and  for  the  fame  prudential  reafons,  he  was 
very  excufable,  in  his  conjecture. 

But  you  tell  me,  you  are  not  afraid  of  me ;  and 
you  affect  to  tell  me  fo,  again  and  again.  All  I 
will  fay  to  this  is,  that  whoever  injures  me  may  not, 
at  the  long  run,  have  reafon  to  applaud  his  fitua- 
tion.  But  no  man  need  be  afraid  of  him  he  has 
not  injured.  And  I  am  very  ready  to  believe,  that 
it  is  a  confcioufnefs  of  that,  which  makes  you  fo 
brave.  For  my  own  part,  I  am  not  fond  of  re- 
fenting  that,  as  an  injury,  which  was  never  intended. 

You  fpeak  your  fentiments  of  the  Author  and 
the  Pamphlet  on  the  delicacy  of  Friendjhip  :  allow  me 
to  tell  you  mine.  You  make  it  a  kind  of  queftion, 
whether  he  be  my  friend.  This  is  natural.  Your 
notion  of  the  commerce,  amongft  learned  men,  in 
letters,  may  make  you  a  little  dazzled  with  fuch  a 
friendship,  in  the  commerce  of  life.  The  Author, 
( if  I  know  who  was  the  Author,  for  the  pamphlet 
was  publifhed  before  I  had  fo  much  as  heard  of  the 
contents )  is  a  man  of  very  fuperior  talents  of  ge- 
nius, learning,  and  virtue ;  indeed  a  principal  or- 
nament of  the  age  he  lives  in  :  fo  that  was  I  to 
wilh  a  blefiing  to  the  man  I  was  moft  obliged  to, 
J  could  not  wifh  him  a  greater  than  the  friendfhip 

of 
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of  fuch  a  perfon.  And  I  not  only  hold  my  felfe 
highly  honoured,  and  obliged  to  him,  for  this 
mark  of  his  good  will  towards  me,  but  think  the 
difcourfe  very  ferviceable  to  men  of  Letters,  if  they 
would  condefcend  to  make  a  proper  ufe  of  it.  He 
tries,  in  the  fined  irony  in  the  world,  to  fhame 
them  out  of  that  deteftable  turn  of  mind  which, 
cither  out  of  a  low  envy  is  unwilling  to  give  merit 
its  due,  or  out  of  mean  and  bafe  apprehenfions 
dare  not  do  it,  for  fear  of  its  being  unacceptable  to 
their  Superiors  :  And  it  was  impoflible  for  him  to 
have  chofen  a  properer  object  of  his  fatire  than  the 
man  he  has  chofen.  The  only  thing  blamable,  and 
which,  by  the  way,  is  the  only  real  ground  of  of- 
fence, is  his  extravagant  commendation  of  me, 
And  if  the  generofity  and  immoderate  warmth  of  a 
friendly  heart  will  not  excufe  him  ( as  it  would  be 
a  wonder  if  fo  unexperienced  a  thing,  mould )  I 
know  myfelf  fo  well,  as  to  be  confcious,  he  has 
nothing  better  to  urge. 

To  draw  to  a  conclufion.  You  fay,  I  am  at  li- 
berty to  purfue  my  own  meafures,  if  your  opinions 
Jtand  at  all  in  wzy  way.  I  will  allure  you,  they  do 
not.  If  I  had  any  purpofe  of  examining  them,  it 
was  only  while  I  thought  my  felfe  injurioufly  treat- 
ed. You  afiure  me  I  was  not.  The  negligence  of 
it,  I  can  very  well  bear. 

However,  you  advife  me  to  refpeft  my  felfe  and 
the  Public.  How  ready  I  am  to  follow  it,  you  may 
underftand  by  my  pad  conduct.  Can  more  refpeft 

be. 
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be  fhewn  the  Public,  by  an  Author,  than  by  never 
giving  any  thing  to  them  but  what  he  deemed  of 
high  importance  to  the  interefts  of  Religion  and 
Society  ?  And  can  jufter  refpect  be  fhewn  to  my 
felfe,  than,  when  I  have  been  attacked,  in  the  moft 
injurious  manner,  by  above  a  hundred  Scribblers 
of  all  ranks  and  profeflions,  never  [to  commkt  my 
felfe  with  above  two  or  three  ?  not  to  mention  that 
principal  refpedt  to  ones  felfe,  the  never  beginning  a 
literary  altercation  with  any  man* 

It  would  anfwer  no  end  to  tell  you,  what  I 
thought  of  the  Author  of  the  Hebrew  Poetry,  be- 
fore I  law  him.  But  this  I  may  fay,  that  I  was 
never  more  furprized,  when  I  did  fee  him,  than  to 
find  him  of  fo  amiable  and  gentle  manners,  of  fo 
modeft,  fenfible  and  difengaged  a  deportment.  It 
would  not  have  difplcafed  me  to  find  my  felfe  Ul 
ufcd  by  Pedants  and  Bigots  •,  but  it  grieved  me  to 
think,  1  had  any  thing  to  explain,  with  fuch  a  man. 

You  have  here,  Dear  Sir,  a  faithful  picture  of  my 
mind  j  frank  but  honeft ;  and,  if  plain,  yet  gene- 
rous ;  above  all,  a  Lover  of  Truth  and  good  Men : 
Not  the  moft  forbearing  when  I  think  my  felf  ill 
treated  ;  but  ready  to  be  reconciled  by  the  leaft  1k:- 
dow  of  a  fatisfadion. 

Such  as  I  am,  I  am  at  your  fervice  ;  that  is, 
Your  faithful  and  very  obedient  Servant, 

W.  W. 
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\Vmchefter  Oft.  6.  1756. 
Dear  Sir, 

T  A  M  in  the  firft  place  to  return  you  my  fmcere 
*"•  thanks  for  the  candor  of  your  fentiments  and 
exprefiions  with  regard  to  me  in  feveral  parts  of  the 
Letter  with  which  I  am  favoured  :  for  your  readi- 
nefs  to  allow  that  I  had  no  formed  intention  of  mif- 
reprefenting  you  •,  to  believe  that  I  was  confcious  I 
had  not  injured  you  ;  to  admit  of  the  lead  fhadow 
of  a  fatisfaclion ;  and  ( if  I  do  not  flatter  my  wifhes 
by  interpreting  your  words  too  much  in  my  favour  ) 
even  to  honour  me  with  your  friendfhip.  Your  re- 
maining flill  unfatisfied  with  my  expreflions,  tho* 
you  abfolve  me  of  any  ill  intention,  is  a  circum- 
flance  that  makes  your  prefent  difpofition  towards 
me  but  the  more  obliging :  and  I  mould  make  but 
an  ill  return  to  it,  unlefs  I  ufed  my  beft  endeavours 
to  give  you  perfect  fatisfaction.  This  tafk  there- 
fore I  refume  very  willingly,  and  with  full  confi- 
dence of  fucceeding  in  it. 

I  was  not  informed  that  your  complaint  extended 
to  any  part  of  my  book  befide  the  Lectures  on  Job ; 

ib 
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fo  could  not  think  of  looking  after  any  other  paf- 
fages  that  might  be  liable  to  fufpicion.     But  you 
begin  with  p.  64  &c.      As  you  have  totally  mif- 
taken  my  defign  throughout  this  paHhge,  and  many 
of  my  exprefiions,  the  readieft  way  to  fatisfy  you 
with  regard  to  it,  will  be  to  afcertain  my  meanino-. 
My  purpofe  was  to  mew,  that  the  Sacred  Poets  in 
defcribing  the  State  of  the  Dead  make  ufe  of  fen- 
fible  Images  taken  from  their  manner  of  Sepulture*, 
and  to  give  the  reafons  why  they  defcribe  it  in  this 
manner,  and  in  this  only  :  namely,  becaufe  the  fub- 
ject  is  really  inexplicable  in  any  other  way  >,  becaufe 
we  have  no  idea  of  the  metaphyfical  nature  of  the 
Soul,  of  its  form,  fituadon,  and  manner  of  exift- 
cnce  in  a  feparate  ftate  ;    becaufe,  from  the  nature 
of  the  human  faculties,  the  Infpired  Writers  could 
have  no  advantage  above  others  in  this  cafe  ;    and 
becaufe  they  had  no  Syftematical  Metaphyfics  to 
help  them  out,  and  to  enable  them  to  talk  them- 
fclves  and  others,  as  the  modern  Philofophers  do, 
into  a  perfuafion  that  they  really  know  fomething 
of  the  matter.     Thefe  I  fay  were  the  reafons  for 
their  invariably  exprefiing  themfelves  in  this  way : 
not  that  they  wanted  the  knowledge  of  the  perma- 
nency of  the  Soul  after  death,   as  certain  Learned 

perfons  have  held.  — So  much  for  the  courfe 

of  my  reafoning  in  general  :  now  for  my  particular 
expreflions.  "  Qualis  itaque  —  haud  quia  hanc 
"  cognition^m  iis  invideret  Divina  Revelatio,  fed  " 
&c.  bane  cognitionem,  nimirum,  qualis  ab  animis 
a  corpore  fejunftis  vita  viveretur,  quis  &c.  not 

Q.  the 
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the  general  Knowledge  of  a  Future  State,  the  plain 
Doctrine  of  Life  and  Immortality  ;  but  the  parti- 
cular Knowledge  of  the  eflence  of  the  Soul,  its 
manner  of  exiftence  in  a  feparate  ftate,  its  place, 
form,  and  condition.  I  had  faid  but  juft  before, 
that  the  Vates  Sacri,  the  Infpired  Writers,  were 
poflefs'd  of  the  belief  of  the  Immortality  of  the 
Soul,  and  of  the  Refurrection  of  the  Body  :  here  I 
fay  that  the  Hebrews  in  general,  Infpired  Writers 
and  all,  were  in  the  fame  cafe  with  all  other  mor- 
tals, and  wholly  deftitute  of  this  Knowledge  ;  that 
is,  not  furely  of  the  Immortality,  but  of  the  Me- 
taphyfical  Nature  of  the  Soul.  I  never  fpoke  of 
Divine  Revelation's  grudging  the  former  to  any  : 
nor  of  the  latter,  as  if  it  could  be  a  bleffing  to  any. 
Be  fo  good  now  as  to  review  this  paflage  fairly,  and 
fee  if  I  am  chargeable  with  the  abfurd  reafoning, 
the  miftaking  the  queftion,  the  mifreprefentations, 
and  invidious  reflections  upon  you,  which  you  im- 
pute to  me.  I  have  faid,  that  the  Infpired  Writers 
( and  obferve  that  I  confine  it  to  them  all  along ) 
believed  the  Immortality  of  the  Soul ;  tho'  certain 
Learned  perfons  have  denied,  that  they  did  believe 
it :  are  you  one  of  thofe  Learned  perfons  ?  have 
not  you  declared  your  fentiments  upon  that  head, 
and  in  the  affirmative,  that  the  Infpired  Writers  had 
the  knowledge  and  belief  of  a  Future  State  ?  have 
not  you  proved,  that  Mofes  knew  the  Immortality 
of  the  Soul,  and  that  it  is  deducible  from  his  Wri- 
tings ?  that  the  Prophets  gave  ftrong  intimations 
of  it,  and  gradually  revealed  it  ?  How  then  could 

you 
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you  pofiibly  fuppofe,  that  you  were  here  meant  ? 
Have  I  faid  one  word  of  the  national  belief  of  the 
Jews,  or  of  a  Future  State's  being  contained  in,  or 
making  a  part  of  the  Mofaic  diipenfation  •,  of  its 
being  or  not  being  a  Sanction  of  their  Law,  or 
any  thing  elfe,  which  could  lead  you  away  fo  total- 
ly out  of  fight  of  my  meaning  ?  Have  I  exprefled 
myfelf  vaguely,  inaccurately,  obfcurely  ?  I  think, 
I  have  not ;  at  lead  I  profefs  'tis  beyond  my  ability 
to  do  it  better  in  a  language  not  familiar  to  me. 
Did  not  you  rather  read  it  with  prejudice,  with  an 
unreafonable  jealoufy  and  fufpicion,  that  determined 
you  to  take  offence,  whether  it  was  given  or  no  ? 
But  enough  of  this,  I  hope.  I  fhall  only  add,  in 
order  to  be  as  explicit  with  you  as  poflible,  that  the 
Author  whom  I  principally  had  in  view  was  Le 
Clerc :  fee  his  Comment.  Index  ad  Hagiogr.  in  voce 
Immortalitas. 

You  infift  upon  the  pafiage  P.  321,  as  meant 
of  you,  and  of  you  only  -,  "  becaufe  you  fpeak  of 
the  things  there  mentioned  ;  and  of  the  God  from 
the  Machine  no  one  could  fpeak  but  you  -,  becaufe 
no  one  elfe,  in  their  interpretations  of  the  Book  of 
Job,  contended  for  the  thing  underflood  by  it. " 
Now  I  had  not  only  intimated  to  you  before,  that 
if  my  only  defign  had  been  to  deftroy  your  Hypo- 
thefis,  I  mould  have  beftowed  my  pains  to  little 
purpofe,  by  urging  an  argument  that  could  not  af- 
fect it  -,  for  allowing  Job  to  be,  as  I  contend,  not 
a  juft  Drama,  but  a  mere  Dialogue,  your  Allego- 

Q2  ry, 
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ry,  as  far  as  I  can  fee,  ftands  juft  where  it  did  be- 
fore :  but  moreover,  to  give  you  full  fatisfaction 
on  this  head,  I  had  referred  you  to  two  fhort  paf- 
fages,  in  which  alone  you  might  have  found  enough 
to  account  for  every  expreflion  I  have  there  ufed. 
By  your  not  being  fatisfied,  I  conclude  that  you 
have  not  looked  on  thofe  paflages  to  which  I  refer- 
red you  •,  perhaps  you  had  not  the  Books  at  hand. 
I  will  therefore  tranfcribe  them  for  you.  I  mail 
add  no  more  upon  this  article ;  and  mall  expect  to 
hear  no  more  of  it  from  you.  Calmet,  Preface 
fur  Job  •,  he  is  recounting  the  fentiments  of  feveral 

Writers  :  — "  II  s'  eft  trouve  plufieurs  Ecri- 

vains  qui  ont  doute  de  la  verite  de  1'  hiftoire  qu*  il 
contient.  Us  traitent  de  paraboles  &  d'  allegories 
tout  ce  qui  y  eft  raconte.  Us  veulent  que  Job,  &c, 
foient  de  noms  feints  &  empruntez ;  que  tout  ce 
recit  foit  fait  a  plaifir ;  —  une  piece  de  Poefie  ;  — 
non  ce  qui  etoit  en  effet,  mais  ce  qui  pouvoit  etre. 
Pour  appuyer  cette  opinion  on  releve  le  merveil- 
leux  —  de  cette  hiftoire.  Un  Prince  puiffant, 
heureux,  &c  (a  fhort  account  of  the  fubject ) 

Dieu  entre  dans  cette  difpute,  paroit  dans  un 

tourbillon,  comme  1'  on  dit :  Deus  e  machina  ;  II 
j.uge  en  faveur  de  Job,  condamne  fes  amis,  &  r&. 
tablit  le  premier  dans  tout  fes  biens.  Quoi  de  plus 
fembhble  que  tout  cela  a  une  I'ragedte  ?  Les  ARes, 
les  Scenes ,  les  Pcrfonnages^  le  "Denouement ',  le  Mar- 
veiHeux,  tous  les  C&arafterest  y  font  admirablement 
bien  obfervez.  Les  trois  premiers  Chapitres  font 
comme  le  Prelude  de  Ja  piece.  Us  en  expliquent  le 

fujet  3 
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fujet  ;  ils  font  connoitre  les  perfonnages.  Le  pre- 
mier A5le  commence  au  Chap.  Ill,  &  finit  au  Ch. 
XV.  Le  fecond  ARe  commence  au  Ch.  XV,  & 
finit  au  Ch.  XXII.  Le  3m£  Afte  commence  au  Ch. 
XXII,  &  finit  au  Ch.  XXX.  C'eft  en  cet  endroit 
que  Dieu  fe  fait  voir,  &  fournit  le  Denouement 
de  le  Tragedie."  -  Biftiop  Hare,  Note  on  Pf. 
CVII.  40.  "  Liceat  hie  obiter  obfervare  librum 
iftum  (  Jobi  )  non  modo  metro,  ut  Pfalmos,  fcrip- 
tum  efle,  fed  certifiime  Drama  facrum  efle  ;  quod 
cum  aliis  argumentis,  turn  hoc  maxims  conftat  ; 
quod  fi  totum  librum  in  feptem  asquales  partes  di- 
vidas,  quatuor  implent  Jobus  &  tres  amici  ejus, 
primis  capitibus  connumeratis,  quintam  Jobus  fo- 
lus,  fextam  Elihuus,  feptimam  Deus."  (  He  mufl 
mean  that  thefe  fev£n  parts  were  ftrictly  fpeaking 
feven  ARs  ;  elfe  how  is  this  the  ftrongeft  argument, 
or  indeed  any  argument  at  all,  of  its  being  a  Dra- 
ma ?  )  "  Elihuus  Dei  caufam  in  fe  recipit  ;  — 
Deus  vero  ipfe  tandem  introducitur  ;  —  ut  masftifll- 
mo  Dramati  KtfWtfpij  tandem  felix  obtinat." 


Pag.  312.  Here  you  think  I  am  wanting  in  de- 
cency and  civility  with  regard  to  you  ;  and  charge 
me  with  talking  dogmatically.  I  had  but  juft  be- 
fore,  in  the  Paragraph  immediately  preceding,  de- 
fired  to  be  underftood  as  propofing  what  I  had  to 
fay,  non  quafi  comperta  ac  plane  percepta,  fed  in 
opinione  pofita  ;  and  p.  294,  had  profefied,  that 
upon  this  Subject  I  mould  rather  give  the  opinions 
of  others  than  my  own.  And  here  I  deliver  it  as 

my 
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my  opinion,  in  which  as  you  well  know  I  only  fol- 
low many  Authors  generally  efteemed  to  be  as  com- 
petent judges  in  this  cafe  as  any  whatever,  that  the 
Allegorical  Interpretation  of  Job  is  entirely  ground- 
lefs,  or,  if  you  pleafe,  falfe  ;  for  that  for  my  part 
I  cannot  find  any  traces  in  it  of  the  manners,  rites, 
or  affairs  of  the  Ifraelit.es.  You  fay,  "  you  be- 
lieve moft  competent  readers  are  agreed,  that  there 
are  infinitely  more  and  ftronger  marks  that  the  affairs 
under  the  Theocracy  are  alluded  to,  than  that 
Auguftus  is  fhadowed  under  Virgil's  Hero.  "  A 
very  modeft  recounting  of  prefumptive  votes  in 
your  favour  truly  !  I  am  as  fully  perfuaded  as  I 
can  be  upon  any  fuch  point,  that  there  neither  is, 
was,  or  ever  will  be,  I  do  not  fay  fuch  an  agree- 
ment of  moft  competent  readers,  but  any  one  com- 
petent reader  in  the  world  of  this  opinion ;  nor  can 
I  believe  that,  with  all  the  prejudice  of  hypothefis 
pofleffing  you,  you  can  upon  recollection  poffibly 

think  fb  yourfelf. But  as  for  my  expreflions 

which  you  object  to  ;  if  you  had  ufed  the  fame  up- 
on a  like  occafion  in  your  writings,  I  believe  they 
never  would  have  been  felected  as  remarkably  defi- 
cient in  point  of  civility  and  decency,  nor  as  the 
moft  flagrant  inftance  to  be  found  there  of  the 
Dogmatical. 

The  next  pafiage  in  the  fame  page  you  give  up, 
and  allow  that  it  could  not  be  meant  of  yon  ;  but 
think  that  I  ought  to  have  diftinguifhed  your  Alle- 
gory from  that  of  others.  I  mould  rather  have 

reftrained 
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reftrained  it,  by  my  exprefiion,  as  well  as  by  the 
circumftances,  to  thofe  whom  it  only  concerned  :  I 
mould  have  faid  quibufdam  Allegoriae  conquifitori- 
bus  •,  and  I  will  correct  it  fo,  if  ever  I  have  an  op- 
portunity.    As  to  my  admitting  Solomon's  Song 
to  be  an  Allegory,  at  the  fame  time  that  I  denied 
Job  to  be  fuch ;    it  was,  I  aflure  you,  neither  out 
of  perverfenefs  with  regard  to  you,  nor  for  fear  of 
appearing  unorthodox.     I  think  there  is  a  material 
difference  between  the  two  cafes :  if  you  deny  Job 
to  be  an  Allegory,   I  fee  no  ill  confequence ;    it 
Hands  juft  where  it  did  :  but  if  you  deny  that  Solo- 
mon's Song  is  an  Allegory,  you  muft  exclude  it 
from  the  Canon  of  Holy  Scripture ;    for  it  holds 
its  place  there  by  no  other  tenure.    You  may  laugh 
at  me,  but  I  am  really  in  earneft  in  faying,  that  I 
am  inclined  to  think  Solomon's  Song  to  be  alto- 
gether Allegorical :    I  have  given  my  reafons  for 
it ;  and  do  not  yet  think  the  difficulties  that  (land 
in  the  way  of  the  Allegorical  Interpretation  equal 
to  that  of  fuppofing,  that  Ezra,  or  whoever  they 
were  that  fettled  the  Canon  of  Scripture,    would 
ever  have  admitted  a  loofe  and  profane  Poem  into 
the  number  and  rank  of  their  Sacred  and  Infpired 
Writings. 

You  are  pleafed  to  fay,  "  that  the  general  turn 
of  my  Letter  is  to  mew  you,  that  you  are  unreafon- 
able  in  expecting  common  civilities  from  me,  in  a 
book  where  you  lay  fo  much  in  my  way."  Give 
me  leave  to  ftate  my  delign,  as  I  imagine,  more 

juftly : 
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juftly  :  it  was  to  mew  you,  that  you  did  not  lie  fb 
much  in  my  way,  as  to  have  made  it  either  necef- 
fary,  or  proper,  or  indeed  not  even  extremely  im- 
pertinent, for  me  to  have  entered  into  a  difpute  with 
you.     If  I  had  really,  as  you  fay,  neglected  pay- 
ing you  common  refpect,  or  declined  it  for  fear  of 
giving  offence,  you  might  eafily  have  fuggefted  to 
yourfelf  a  proper  plea  for  the  prudence  and  juftnefs 
of  my  conduct.     To  profit  by  the  experience  of 
others  is  the  beft  ufe  one  can  make  of  Knowledge 
of  the  world  :  the  experiment  of  paying  you  a  pro- 
per refpecl  on  a  like  occafion  had  not  fucceeded  well 
with  others  -,   a  fufficient  reafon  why  I  mould  not 
try  it  again.    For  inflance,  and  it  is  a  cafe  in  point ; 
the  Learned  and  Ingenious  Dr  Grey  gave  an  Edi- 
tion of  Job,    and  in  his  Preface  had  occafion  to 
fpeak  of  the  feveral  prevailing  opinions  concerning 
the  defign  of  the  Book  ;  he  found  himfelf  obliged 
to  difient  from  you  ;    he  exprefTed  his  diflfent  in  a 
decent  manner  ;    he  treated  you  with  candor,  civi- 
lity,  and  refpecl:.       What  was  the  confequence  ? 
you  were  highly  offended  ;    you  looked  upon  him 
as  an  enemy,   marked  him  as  an  object  of  your 
refentment,  and  treated  him   in  a  manner  equally 
unworthy  of  him  and  yourfelf.      After  this  you 
ought  not  to  wonder,  if  no  writer  on  Job  mould 
care  to  have  any  thing  to  fay  to  you. 

To  have  done  with  Job  :  I  cannot  help  noting 
another  paflage  of  mine  upon  that  fubjeft,  which 
you  have  introduced  for  no  other  purpofe  but  to 

pervert 
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pervert  and  ridicule  it.  I  am  manifeftly  fpeaking 
p.  326,  of  an  improvement  that  might  have  been 
made  in  procefs  of  time  and  by  a  fucceflion  of  wri- 
ters ;  as  was  the  cafe  with  the  Greeks,  whofe  ad- 
vances in  this  way  I  obferve  were  very  (low  :  you 
dexteroufly  flip  in  the  Compofer,  as  if  I  had  faid  that 
He  was  capable  of  making  it  himfelf ;  and  then 
laugh  at  me  for  an  abfurdity  of  which  you  are  the 
author.  I  mention  this  as  another  inftance  to  mew? 
that  you  did  not  read  me  with  that  candor  and 
equity  which  is  every  writer's  due.  I  fuppofe  fome 
friend  of  yours,  who  in  the  immoderate  warmth  of 
his  affection  refolves  to  keep  you  to  himfelf  by  fet- 
ting  you  at  variance  with  the  reft  of  the  world,  had 
prejudiced  you  againft  me,  by  informing  you,  that 
I  had  treated  you  with  difreipect.  In  confequence 
of  which,  you  read  my  book  through  with  the 
fame  fpirit,  which  you  have  fhewn  in  your  glofs 
upon  the  parts  produced  in  your  letter  ;  and  I  need 
not  be  furprifed  to  find,  that  you  thought  the  Au- 
thor, as  well  as  the  Book,  made  up  of  perverfe- 
nefs,  abfurdity,  and  nonfenfe. 

You  guefs  the  true  reafon  of  my  not  being  afraid 
of  you  ;  and  I  will  give  you  the  reafon,  why  I  told 
you  fo.  After  what  your  Friend  had  publifhed  to 
the  world,  and  what  you  had  faid  yourfelf,  (  for 
your  demand  of  an  explanation  was  attended  with 
a  fort  of  denunciation  of  your  refentment,  in  cafe 
of  a  refufal,  or  an  unfatisfactory  account  of  my- 
felf )  I  thought  it  incumbent  upon  me  to  tell  you 
explicitly,  and  to  repeat  it,  that  I  was  not  to  be 

R  frightened. 
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frightened.  I  fliould  not  have  thought  of  fetting 
forth  my  bravery,  if  I  had  not  firft  been  catted  a 
Coward,  and  accordingly  looked  upon  as  one  that 
was  to  be  awed  by  menaces. 

I  have  now  confide  red  all  your  complaints ;  and 
fmce  we  are  upon  the  bufinefs  of  expoftulation, 
and  as  I  hope  for  the  laft  time,  you  muft  give  me 
leave  in  my  turn  to  make  my  own.  It  is  not  in  be- 
half of  myfelf,  but  of  one  for  whom  I  am  much  more 
concerned,  that  is,  my  Father.  In  your  Julian  you 
bring  a  heavy  charge  againft  him  of  Uncharitable- 
nefs.  I  have  feveral  objections  to  the  whole  pafTage, 
which  I  mall  propofe  to  you  as  diftin&ly  as  I  can. 

I.  In  charging  him  fo  feverely,  you  do  not  quote 
his  words  -,  or  fo  much  as  fay,  when  or  where  thefe 
uncharitable  reflections  were  made  :  fo  that  not  one 
in  a  hundred  perhaps  of  your  readers  will  know, 
where  to  find  what  he  has  faid,  and  fo  be  able  to  ex- 
amine, whether  you  have  charged  him  juftly  or  not. 

I 1.  You  fay,  that  thefe  reflections  ftand  in  the 
place  of  a  confutation :    whereas  the  confutation 
precedes  them.     Mr  L.  charges  Bafnage  with  wil- 
fully fupprefling  the  unexceptionable  evidence  of  an 
honeft  contemporary  Heathen,   Annmian.  Marcel- 
linus :  which  is  as  much  to  the  purpofe  in  one  line, 
and  will  go  as  far  towards  invalidating  his  judge- 
ment upon  the  cafe,  as  all  that  Criticifm  which  you 
have  difplayed  through  Ib  many  pages. 

III.  You  mifreprefent  what  he  has  faid  :  I  muft 
fet  before  you  his  words  ;  "  fed  profecto,  "  ut  ob- 

fervat 
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fcrvat  If.  Voflius,  "  nullos  religio  Chriftiana  infen- 
"  fiores  habet  hoftes,  quam  ipfos  Chriftianos  : " 
aut  faltem  qui  nomine  tenus  Chriftiani  videri  vo- 
lunt :  quales  funt  Tan.  Faber,  Jac.  Tollius,  aliique 
iftius  Commatis  CriticL  The  words  quales  funt 
plainly  relate  to  thofe  only,  qui  nomine  tenus  Chri- 
ftiani videri  volunt ;  and  neither  of  thefe  claufes 
includes  Bafnage.  If  Mr  L.  had  intended  to  in- 
clude him,  he  ought  to  have  faid,  quales  funt  ipfe 
Bafnagius,  Tan.  Faber,  &c.  or  quales  etiam  funt 
T.  Faber,  &c.  or  rather  he  could  not  have.ufed  at 
all  with  any  propriety  thofe  words  of  Voflius,  who 
fpeaks  of  Sincere  Chriftian§  doing  differvice  to  the 
caufe  of  Chriftianity  :  ( De  Sybil.  Orac.  Cap.  XL  ) 
Mr  L.  accordingly  cenfures  Bafnage,  as  a  Chriftian 
and  a  real  friend,  for  his  indifcretion  and  perverfe 
oppofition  in  this  particular  cafe ;  for  a  conduct 
which  you  allow  to  be  moft  provoking,  and  fuch  as 
cannot  but  give  offence  to  every  fiber  reader.  His  cenfure 
upon  him  is  carried  no  further  than  the  words  of 
Voflius,  and  really  amounts  to  no  more  than  what 
you  have  beftowed  on  him  yourfelf.  Your  remarks 
on  what  MrL.  has  faid  relate  to  Bafnage  only:  Faber' 
and  Tollius  you  leave  to  fhift  for  themfelves  ;  and 
they  were  not  either  of  them  Minifters  of  the  Gofpel : 
fo  that  your  laboured  amplification,  by  which  you 
do  all  you  can  to  aggravate  the  charge  of  unchari- 
tablenefs,  falls  intirely  to  the  ground,  as  being  built 
only  on  your  own  uncharitable  mifreprefentation. 

IV.  It  would  have  been  more  generous  and  juft 
in  you  to  have  acknowledged  yourfelf  indebted  to 

R  2  Mr 
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Mr  L.  for  the  Application  of  the  meteoric  appear- 
ance of  Crofles  from  Caufaubon's  Adverfaria  to  this 
Subject  i  which,  when  it  appeared  in  your  more 
popular  Volume,  was  received  with  applaufe,  as 
new  and  very  ingenious  i  an  applaufe  which,  as  you 
could  not  but  know,  belonged  to  him. 

I  flatter  myfelf  that  you  will  acknowledge  the 
truth  of  thefe  remarks  •,  and  expect,  that  when  you 
give  a  new  Edition  of  your  Julian  you  will  do  Mr 
L.  common  juftice  by  rectifying  all  the  above  par- 
ticulars. 

You  conclude  your  Letter  with  faying  fomething 
of  me  and  of  yourfelf.  What  you  fay  of  me  is 
much  more  than  I  deferve  ;  but  you  qualify  it  by 
intimating,  that  you  found  me  the  very  reverfe  of 
my  book.  Let  us  e'en  compound  the  matter  be- 
tween the  Book  and  the  Author  :  abate  a  good  deal 
of  one  fide  and  of  the  other,  and  I  fljall  be  fatis- 
fied.  What  you  fay  of  yourfelf,  of  your  defigns 
and  your  difpofition,  I  moft  readily  believe  to  be 
true  :  and  affure  yourfelf,  that  I  always  have  been, 
and  mail  be,  as  ready  to  acknowledge  upon  all  pro- 
per occafions  the  fuperiority  of  your  Genius,  your 
Learning,  and  your  abilities.  I  do  but  join  with 
many  other  fmcere  well-wifhers  to  you  in  regret- 
ting, that  you  have  not  fomething  more  of  the  Spi- 
rit of  Toleration  in  Literary  matters  ;  that  you  are 
fo  hafty  in  taking  up  your  refentments,  and  that 
you  treat  fuch  as  differ  from  you  in  fo  fevere,  and 
fo  contemptuous  a  manner. 

For 
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For  myfelf  as  a  Member  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Letters,  I  am  a  true  Lover  of  peace  and  quiet- 
nefs,  of  mutual  freedom,  candor,  and  benevolence. 
I  detefl  and  I  defpife  the  Squabbles  that  are  perpe- 
tually arifing  from  the  jealoufy  and  peevifhnefs  of 
the  genus  irritabile  Scriptorum.  I  am  a  ftaunch  Re- 
publican and  a  zealous  Proteftant  in  Literature,  nor 
will  ever  bear  with  a  Perpetual  Dictator,  or  an  In- 
fallible Pope,  whofe  Decrees  are  to  be  fubmitted  to 
without  appeal,  and  to  be  received  with  implicit 
afient.  Manus  h<cc  inimica  tyrannis.  My  favourite 
Principle  is  the  Liberty  of  Prophecying,  and  I  will 
maintain  it  with  my  lad  breath. 

With  regard  to  you  in  particular,  depend  upon 
my  fincerity  when  I  allure  you,  that  I  mall  not  on- 
ly  always  honour  you  as  a  man  of  the  firft  rank  in 
Letters,  but  mall  be  heartily  difpofed  to  cultivate 
your  acquaintance,  and  to  merit  your  good  opi- 
nion i  (hall  be  glad  of  every  opportunity  of  enjoy- 
ing the  pleafure  and  profit  of  your  converfation  -, 
and  moft  willing  to  enter  into  as  near  an  intercourfe 
with  you  as  you  mail  be  pleafed  to  permit,  as  a 
Neighbour,  a  Member  of  the  fame  Society,  and 
&  Friend. 

I  am  with  great  Truth  and  Refpefl, 

Dear  Sir, 

Your  moft  obedient  and 
Faithful  humble  Servant, 

R.  L. 
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Grofvener  Square  Oct.  12,  1756, 
Dear  Sir, 

T  HAVE  this  moment  received  the  favour  of 
•*•  your  long  letter  of  the  6th,  it  having  been 
fent  me  hither  from  Prior  Park. 

I  had  a  great  deal  to  fay  to  the  contents.  In 
fome  places  you  have  fhewn  I  was  miftaken,  in  o- 
fthers  you  have  convinced  me  I  was  not.  And  if 
you  have  fhewn  me  I  have  here  and  there  miftaken 
your  meaning,  I  have  my  revenge  very  amply,  if 
I  could  take  any  pleafure  in  it,  in  feeing  you  are  as 
totally  miftaken  in  my  moral  character.  But  you 
have  fhut  my  mouth  for  ever  on  the  fubject  of  your 
letter ;  by  the  information  you  impart  to  me  in  the 
conclufion,  namely  that  the  Mr  L.  who  fent  a  few 
notes  to  Reading  the  Editor  of  the  Ecclefiaftical 
Hiftorians,  was  your  Father.  I  had  not  the  leaft 
fufpicion  of  it,  when  I  pretended  to  take  your  ufage 
of  me  unkindly  in  your  Prelections.  Had  I  known 
that,  I  mould  not  only  have  forborn  complaining, 
but  have  applauded  your  piety.  The  injurer  of 
your  Father's  memory  (  and  fuch  you  took  me  to 

be 
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be,  as  appears  by  what  you  fay  here  )  deferved  no 
quarter  from  you.  And  this  but  gives  me  one 
reafon  more  to  efteem  you.  And  that  I  may  not 
continue  worfe  in  your  efteem  than  I  deferve,  give 
me  leave  to  tell  you  I  am  no  plagiary  of  your  Fa- 
ther's obfervations.  By  an  odd  fancy  to  a  ftrange 
unequal  writer,  I  had  read  Meric  Cafaubon's  wri- 
tings thro*  and  thro'.  And  I  had  finifhed  my  book 
of  Julian,  and  it  was  half  printed  off,  when  Dr 
Jorten  wrote  me  word  of  this  note  of  Mr  L.'s. 
This  is  a  point  of  honour  in  which  I  am  particu- 
larly delicate.  I  will  venture  to  boaft  again  to  you 
in  this,  that  I  believe  no  Author  was  ever  more 
averfe  to  take  to  himfelfe  any  thing  that  belonged 
to  another.  However  I  owe  fo  much  to  your  piety, 
which  is  really  edifying,  as  to  ftrike  out  that  note 
againft  your  Father,  the  very  firft  opportunity.  It 
is  to  this  likewife,  that  I  am  ready  to  facrifice  every 
difguft  that  fome  parts  of  your  laft  might  be  natu- 
rally fuppofed  to  give  me  ;  as  where  you  leave  the 
queflion  between  us,  and  dictate  to  me  like  a  tutor 
or  Pedagogue  on  my  general  conduct  towards  o- 
thers ;  in  which  it  is  not  to  be  fuppofed  you  could 
be  acquainted  with  the  whok  of  the  cafe,  or  know 
my  particular  provocations,  as  in  the  cafe  of  Gray. 
I  have  faid  to  the  world,  (  and  they  ought  to  be- 
lieve me  or  difprove  me )  that  I  had  treated  no  man 
roughly,  who  had  not  firft  fallen  upon  me.  But  I 
thought  it  both  below  me,  and  impertinent  in  ic 
felfe,  to  acquaint  the  public  with  the  particulars. 
In  a  word,  I  repeat  it  once  again,  that  my  ufmg 

your 
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your  Father  with  difrefpecl:  amply  juftified  you  for 
every  thing  I  complained  of.  But  ( for  al)  I  faid 
there,  and  when  I  faid  it )  I  honoured  his  memory 
as  one  of  the  moft  learned  Perfons  of  a  better  Age, 
if  he  was,  as  I  fuppofe  he  might  be,  the  Author 
of  the  Comments  &c.  And  be  allured,  I  efteem 
it  not  amongft  the  leaft  of  his  fer vices  to  the  Pub- 
lic, that  he  produced  you  with  the  reft  of  his 
•works.  I  accept  with  all  cordiality  the  offer  of 
your  friendfhip*  You  know  the  worft  of  me,  and 
perhaps  have  given  credit  to  a  great  deal  more  than 
the  worft,  I  mean  the  calumnies  of  my  Enemies  ; 
for  the  future  you  are  to  believe  only  as  you  find. 

I  am,  Dear  Sir,  Your  very  faithful 
and  affectionate  humble  Servant, 

W.  W. 


P.  S.  I  am  here  in  waiting.  I  mention  it  to 
you  from  a  felfifh  view.  Regis  of  this  month 
is  dying.  What  mould  hinder  your  ftep- 
ping  into  his  place  ?  it  would  furely  be  the 
eafier,  for  there  are  now  three  or  four  va- 
cancies amongft  the  Chaplains  by  deaths 
and  removals,  and  it  would  be  an  acquifi- 
tion  to  me  to  have  you  in  this  month. 
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To     The    Reverend   Dr  W. 


Whichever  Oct.  14.  1756. 
Dear  Sir, 

I  CAN  NOT  omit  the  firft  opportunity  of  acknow- 
ledging the  favour  of  your  very  obliging  Let- 
ter, which  is  juft  now  come  to  my  hands. 

I  was  unwilling  to  open  my  complaint  to  you  re- 
lating to  my  Father,  till  I  had,  as  I  thought,  totally 
removed  the  foundation  of  your  exceptions  againft 
me.  You  allow,  that  I  had  no  reafon  to  go  out 
of  my  way  to  pay  you  any  particular  compliment; 
and  you  muft  give  me  leave  dill  to  aver,  that  on 
the  other  hand  I  have  not,  upon  that  or  any  other 
account,  gone  out  of  my  way  with  defign  to  reflect 
upon  you.  To  what  I  have  already  offered  upon 
this  head,  I  might  add  that  the  Argument  and  Sub- 
ftance  of  the  XXXIIa  and  XXXIIId  Lectures, 
which  feem  chiefly  to  give  you  difguft,  were  drawn 
up  to  the  fame  effect,  as  they  now  appear,  fome 
years  before  your  Julian  was  publimed  ;  as  I  could 
prove  to  you  inconteftibly,  if  required,  by  the  ori- 
ginal papers,  and  by  the  teftimony  of  the  Bifhops 
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of  Oxford,  Rochefter,  and  Norwich,   and  feveral 
other  learned  Friends,  whom  I  confulted  upon  my 
whole  Plan.    I  fimply  purfued  my  plan,  and  differ- 
ed from  you  no  otherwife  than  I  did  from  many 
other  eminent  writers,   againft  whom  I  could  have 
no  prejudice.    I  thought  there  was  no  need  of  being 
tender  in  delivering  one's  opinion  upon  a  fubject  of 
fuch  doubtful  difputation  as  Job :    nulli  gratis  eft 
•pcrcuffus  Achilles.     However  fince  it  has  happened 
contrary  to  my  expectation,  in  return  for  your  very 
obliging  ConcefTion  in  regard  to  my  Father,  I  will 
very  readily  endeavour  to  foften  or  alter  any  ex- 
preffions  which  flill  offend  you,  and  which  you  mail 
mark  to  me  as  fuch,  as  far  as  I  can  do  it  confident- 
ly with  my  general  Thefis.    In  excufe  for  what  may 
offend  you  in  my  laft,  I  might  alledge,  that  I  have 
faid  nothing  but  what  fome  paffages  in  your  Letter 
gave  me,  not  only  a  fair  opportunity,  but  a  right 
to  fay  :  —  but  I  am  unwilling  to  refume  this  fub- 
ject  j    and  take  much  more  pleafure  in  returning 
you  my  fincereft  thanks  for  your  very  obliging  ex- 
preflions  of  all  forts.     Thofe  of  your  Poft-fcript 
are  particularly  fo  in  every  refpect ;  and  the  reafon 
you  are  fo  kind  as  to  give  for  your  mentioning  the 
thing,  would  really  be  a  great  inducement  to  me 
to  think  of  it.    But  my  ambition  is  at  an  end ;  and 
otherwife  an  attendance  of  this  fort  would  be  ex- 
tremely inconvenient  to  me  in  my  prefent  fituation. 

I  write  this  in  a  very  great  hurry,  as  you  may 
well  imagine,  when  I  tell  you,  I  am  preparing  to 
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remove  with  iny  Family  to  Durham  the  beginning 
of  next  week.  I  hope  I  (hall  there  have  frequent 
opportunities  of  improving  the  friendfhip  which 
you  fo  generoufly  offer  me,  and  which  I  mall  high- 
ly efleem  ;  and  of  demonftrating  in  every  way 
which  lies  in  my  power  the  fmcerity  with  which  I 
am, 


Dear  Sir, 


Your  moft  faithful  and 


affectionate  humble  Servant, 


R.  L. 
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